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mtn r»wlw umtn 

StTOT 

1980 

aiToWTe 647. — ITff:, PWfyiT STHTPr ^fimrPT (ft »WT | 
<?rw^, 19 78 ft ^ fVsTR trvr % wraKw 

^ ftrif 1 ft ®i ift 

ift <r>wr 87rrrftrr, fto 1 -.S 52 , »ftvR yi^rr, Pkvtt 'i^ryjrf, 
^5r^nf,“58jio2 Tpiq) fftv srfftiftfftry trftrfftnjr, i9si 

fftn JRrrr irtf ppnft am *rftftT?r trift sirift »i:t 

vff ftijT «m ft tpri?;*! ? ; 

vm ypifiy^rr ft, 13 ft titijt giriTrn fftft 'srrft 'tr 

ftr *rTftrr?T *mwrr % i?rrf u^m ^rjf 

fftyT t «V, tTTEfftr tt ftf »mniFT ?> »rqT ft % 

Tra Pn? wftf Tirf^ irr ^ ft; 

trn: >ny, OT=f vl aiTT 1 04; % ft 

HTftftr 'jfr fth:?rr Rftrtftl' ift ft^r? % fftifti- ftV 

ft: ^tr PFftr ^ fftBR HR STIR fftRH TfiOTT ft: HRH 
^ft Hrft fth iftft ft: fftiT ^ Hi-fter eft HrOv ft fthr ir# e?; sru- 
ft; Rto (-ftr;-;?! ftrfftH rchi ft 1 

[fto ‘rHfo.fft.'H../l0/78( M )1 


ELECTION C01VI^^SSI0N OF INDIA 
ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 28th January, 1980 

S.O. 647. — Whereas the Election Commission rs satisfied 
that Shii Vecranna Kadganchi, H. No. 1-552, Station Bagar, 
Oulbarga District, Gulbarga-585102 (Karnataka State), 
a contesting candidate for general election to the Karnataka 
Legislative Assembly held in February, 78 from 10-Gulbarga 
assembly constitueiicy, has failed to lodge any account of 
his election expenses at all as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the aaid candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the aaid 
Act, the Election (^mmiasion hereby declares the said 
Shrl Veeranna Kadganchi to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the T.egislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

[No. KT-LA/10/78(14)1 
WtonTo 6 48. — RT;, fVofRT WTHW R HHTHTH iff rUTT 
ft fftf Iinrqff, 1 9 78 ft 8l8fW fV-ITH HR ft: HTtffW fVrHfHH 

ft ffttr 57-?HJ7; fftHpIH-iSff ft "P»ft Hfft HxftlHitr t . sff 

pHor^o IpsH HlHHf ^WFPr HlRf, STHH ftn iffft- 

Hs^xh, f*TyT-2{4r»rte4r) ftfyjrfftfftfftw wfirfftHH, ijsi w 
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SRItT ’TT fTTffl STTT tTlftT!!, Plftfl’ *i'ff 'liTf 

^ ^rrPg^ ’rh' ? |; 

wtT, q-tif(qqr< \M *rrfr ti 

»ff 'OTifr 'Sl^T^T^r % ^’Trnr WinT =T^r 

fcrr ^ fqT?qr7 mifr <Pf q| «?)■ iTTi-urT ?r TTr frr 

'TTT-f iq-,‘T7T'rr ^ Ptt ? rrTti'^'r i 

t, 

«rq., wq, qqq tifariFriT ^v)- snrr loip w^7r<t ?i fw-T^ 
^ira'Fr 'FT^irn m vr f fVflrr ^r 

% qr t^ Tn>q vr ^f^rr ^iTTr fV^K qftTT 4: 
qii?-q iqtq fiqq ^r trr^ tT qr^l^ ^ 'fM Tf 

'Tt' frraFrfy % f^nr PrEsq qrPriT rcrr ^ i 

[qo ^ifrfo-fVofTo ,''7/7S(lS)] 

S.O. 648. — Whereris the Election Commisalon it Mitiified 
that Shri S. H. Kri^hnogowda, S/o. Honnagangegowda. I»t 
Main Road, Someahwarapuram, Ttjmkur-2 (Karnataka), a 
contesting candidate for general election to the Karnataka 
Legislative Assembly held m February 1978 from 37-Tumkuf 
assembly constituency, has failed to lodw any account of 
his election expenaca at aU as required by the Repreaonta- 
tion of the People Act, 1931, and the Rules made there- 
under ; 

And whereas the .said candidate, even after due notice! 
has not given any reason or explanation for the fafluro 
and the Election Commission is further satisfled that ha 
has no good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of aection lOA of the tald 
Act, the Election Commisalon hereby declarca the said 
Shii S. H. Krfehnegowda to be disqualified for being chosen 
AS, and for being, a member of either House of Parlia- 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

fNo. KT-LA/57/78(15)l 

gtToXTTo 649. — IPT'. Xttrfhr Sfr tTrtTtt f tT 1^ trqr | 

fV 'iFqf), 1078 it gr fVtrrr tm % fHtf FTtrrttrr 

% flTrr 1 9 r.-^rnirbrar frt tt ^1^4 wir% wtfr 

tfl grroq uhr jq^t TtftTT, ttojfo sns, 

'pj)', qpjJrr ^^TtTTrr (’trqfJT), *fb4 srPs-fqf^ 

ttfWpTJT, 19,61 nTT TOTIT Utr ft-qifiF WgftTT xM 

biififn- aqqf ifTt tftf »ft ^qriVtr ifTt:^ Jr wtrsw xf f; 

ffh, I)q: ^ t), qtt rmrsT qaRTtf fVl 

TX <fr tNTft- ^ xptgPTTTt fhtr Ttf arrttir xmr 

fqqi t, wV, fqrfrr iTFfW wp ir) trqmrtT f) ttin 5 1% 

'TTtr fF xtti'WTT ^ ftftf ifrf qtjfeiT gtnPT trt scnVMVq 

^ S; 

xrtr:, srq, xrlirPm afr trnr io» WTh-rr Sr PtfTq-q 
mtfhr nrpjiRr qw ar> 4tWT qrifT grFrq 4)17 qrftat attp 
% frifr tfr trqrr^r qr M) triq afl fWt tNrr tfqikT Mpt 
' tftrk ^ uk <i pTf afr ttrerw 

Jr tfhr qq ^ xptnTftr ^ ftrr fVfiiq Vlfftr arwr ^ 1 

[ro gprfofq-tto/i 94/71 (ifl)] 


S.O. 649. — WhcrcAs the Election Commission it satisfied 
that Shri Kallanagoudu Hanamantgonda Patil, H. No. 406. 
Budar Katti, Taluk Bailnangal, District Belgau.m (Karna- 
taka), a contesting candidate for general election to the 
Karnataka Legislative Assembly held in February. 1978 
from 194-Bailhongal Assembly constftuency, has failed to 
lodge any account of his election expenses at all requted 
bv the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the 
Rules made thereunder ; 


And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election (Tommisaion is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act. the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Kallanagouda Hanamantgouda Patil to be disqualified 
for being chosen a.s, and for being, a member of either 
House of Parliament or of the l.egisl.itive As'embly nr 
legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 

[No. KT-LA/ 194 778(16 1] 

4ft«ino 8 50. — ITT, ffrqf^'tT STPlbr iftT A8PJf4 87 qqr 

S' 1978 if yq atqfsrv f^rq % fTTPT’iT'p 

f^iarfTq ^ fin? i94'tT?fritT qqr ftTfri-wir if tT?7q)Ji 
TTRlqrrT aff ^Trt^nvff wrtr^ vPfwrr, qo^o s/g, ^qrtfr, 
(TPiar ftmr i'qtnq fTPrfJir), aftv srfqPrftpq xffqfqinT, 

1951 ffTT rniT rpr fqqqj irTt XfirfilTq XTT^ f'TTWT 

«qq>' rr aflt qf ^vfTifirq Jr S; 

trlr, qj.‘, 34 t q, qJr qrqq ^qp/ -jrrq qr, 

tff Vfi' «FTtrw ^ Pt? wlf tPTq ifqqr 'TXThPpq qjj 

ftqr S. wfr, fqqfqq ttnflq vt m Ht wrapt f() qqr ft Tfift 
w kq witwr qr fttf 5r>f qqfct mq m rtrqlr^f q|r^; 

x£t; w, q^PT 'TiTi'q/q afr qpp iott % q fitqfth' 

RRlq rrq^ffrer qr-f ql qTfFrqrqr qpfqr tf/ftprar tt qqt 
^ fttfr q> ^ qt ftqr xpq 4 r> ftqiq qqr wqpr twin 
qft<T^ % qqpt) ss-ft q)c yft it ftr ^q ifti yrtiw 
Jf qPT 4T vf krrqpt, 4 % r>T ftxfgq qn^g- atTfif ^ 1 

l[Vo irafo ftoH*/lU4/7a( 17 )] 

S.O. 650. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Yettfnamani Baaappa Kalingappa, H. No, 378, 
Nesargj, Taluka Bailhongal, District ^Igaum (Karnataka), 
a contesting candidate foi general election to the Karnatakn 
Legialative Assembly held in February, 1978 from 194- 
Bailhongal Assembly constituency, hag failed to lodge any 
account of his eleciion expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1931, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now. therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Comnuasion hereby declares the said 
Shri Yettinamani Basappa Kalingappa to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legisla- 
tive Council of a Slate for a period of three years from 
the date of this order, 

[No. KT-LA/194/7»(17)] 
q^ PtwV, 2 9 arqqff, 1980 

qroatio 8 51. — TX', Piaf'sq krnfPr qq qqttqq rpjv 
ft 'qpft), 1 978 if jq trqfJT fwrq r-r/rr ftp ttrarnr 
ftqftq ftp 25-fitra^7 qqr JT 'jqrW pft 

qxqftiTT aff triran »fr7ftqrarr, qrnrqrr qy, q>o qpjer f),v-qqr 
ftSTT XPT^ {sipfesr) qft ^frtprftfq qftftqq, l‘)5l wrqpqlq 
qqrp qp ftqqf artr xrqfW Jf qqi|- Pufftr ^cr-fr 4,1 
%4iT krftra qrT^ Jf ww 7 ^ f; 

x/ft, qq:, qqq uftftrrT rrtr ftri/ qp waqr^- 77 fSrqrx 
4r7*f ^ PkPTt^ ftqfqq qpftr air tj^ qf qqiwih ^ qqr ^ ft 
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TFI % ffrrr ^r,f 7^ hi ^rrm 

^ ; 

^I’fl-' Vif, ^ t7]^T I O^F Jr Pi’«rt^ 

(irTW 'F'l’^ri'FT *-Tf FfWt w.TiW^JJT irr 

ih‘ vr h^i tr^- f^T^ h'm‘ wir fwr^ trf'i.’T? 
'^-T 'cftr if.’ fVr ’f 7 if ’fw 

q’T ’(■7' 'f.’Wrfij- ftrrr TrfVff i I 

[ffc »Ffrt=-fVfF|’o/ 25 / 78 ( 18)] 


New Delhi, the 29th January, 1980 

S.O. 651, — Whereas the Elcelion Commission it satisfied 
that Sliri Sangayya Karibassayya, Sarganachar Math, PMt- 
Tahik Sindhanoor DisLiict Raichur (Karnulaka), a contcitlng 
candidate for general election to the Karnataka Legislative 
Assembly held in February, 1978 from 25'Slndhanoor 
constituency, has failed to lodge any account for his election 
expenses in the manner as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, after considering the representation made 
by the said candidate, the Election Commission is further 
satisfied that he has no good reason or justification for the 
failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Sangayya Karibassyya to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either Hoasc of 
Parliament or of the Legislative A»semb!s or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three yean from the 
date of this order. 

[No. KT.LA/25/78(18)] 


m 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
cuh Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri B. Ciurnlingapra to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of cither House of Parliament 
Or of the Ijcgislafive Assembly or Legiilafive Council of a 
bUte for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. KT-LA/40/78(19)] 

iltToOTo 65 3 — 177 ', fiTTfST?r trPflW Vr TmTtJR ^'r wr ^ 
I 97 e Jr fff •Rfev fVtlTT ffWT fi=rr 7015,71,1 
Jr ffriT 4I-!tT^t 1,357 p7Tf^-(Sw ir f-rW 
tjnrraTTt tfl i,'jir7rpp, i,'frr4r!: 

ft^, f^BT fwjsf (TiirfffTr), rfi^trfnfdfeirr 

erfirhyrri, rysi fi’q'i rttfETlfi’ srirtr ?i7^ fhirrff utTr erTJ' 

Irr^yry Iffjf «Tf if ». 

RVr, irv:, ;55.ir 57; 

R VPTf gn tr'rTj’TiT Jr fk? ^rlf irrT>T ^>757 Fr^^'RTT'T 
1^7-7 1 ffK mifh 557 ifl- ^TTr ^ ftr^ 

'TFt If.,’ JryfifPi’r % f^r'7 5fjf 75^,7 i6R.ir iT rqfT^fq-fir rr^r^; 

Wff. Z,'4'i STT erfhriw 5 Wf t7,Tr I n<F sfi sf^Tprnr ij" fdjrfqrt 

*iV7r-7 CptlTITr *77 rT,T.,^,-j if; ffrifi tfi 

Jr *,7 %77i‘ rntw 77^77 *7777 t>7r,’i TfTTT % ifTwr 

^7 vh tj’b’ 57 ifpr 1J77 77ij7r 577 !jp:'rv rr ffR 7717 577 

‘Kmvfw jt fkrr firrfin •frfkfr vxir,- ^ i 

[ffo 5r5'f‘>-ft’o77‘i/4 1 / 7 S ( 20 )] 


IJToWro 65 2 . — tm:, fW!V 6 qTht'T <67 tTif iTtrTtTrrr ft 17177 f 
fjr ’fiTVXt. 1978 JT Jtf IWt 77 VT Jr IVt RWNUr 

Pr^t^'T J.’ 40-^1^ wr fr ^ 

•jfi' iTfo >J?fiTiF 77 , g^tjT irrlAVT, JWrgrfrlT, Tfslrro 
[37*77 fitir| 7 rr, Tft-PrfsrTar RfiarPm, 1951 TThT fPiETbr 

^qrrr irtf tViirr arrr qTftrrr tftJ- Pr^fsrri sirtr'f <Fr vtf «?[ 

t>^ 7 r trrftrtT if trfiw f ; 

trlr, 1737., T»f=i r? 77 r" 775 Ti: J-, g-ir ?,' 075 r ^^drtf 577% <tt 
'*fr ^TT^rr w uTrr'Tr.'rrhr Jr f^rr ^fif 5777^5 * 7 W TTOiimir nr^r 
(5777 &, srh:, Bnr’fiT 577 q? vr RTrrg-rrr ^1 "^qr § Pp 

TF,' ^77 RTT'STBrr Jr ffrtr 5 rlt TThr •prcur 777 Firrifypqw 

k ; 

ti’S. ^ tithfntPT ’fr srrrr 1 057 Jr Jf Pwi-ifTr 

5 ,’fqw tTys-ffiTr sw isfr ^ 7 = q^ffriTriTr *67 Rtir % ftrrfr *fl 
th’qn J.' irr tJnfl xm 57 f r»rtnn x{W *777377 Ptetr tPctp^ J; 
77 tr¥q ^77 57177 qh; ^ Jr Prtr gq RrJw wi qrffi? ir tffir w 
V. 'r.isfirrh Jr fwtf PTTf^ir 'rfftnr •btbt 1 1 




1 — OL • — '......wMs/ uuv *_ujjiijjjsaiun 15 StiTisncci 

that bhn N. B. Bhusanur, Editor, Nyayaviidi Daily News^ 
IWer, P. B. Road, Davangere, District Chitradurga 
(KarnaUki), a contesting candidate for general election to 
Uie Karnataka Legislative Assembly held in February, 1978 
from 41-Davangere Asssembly constituency, ha.s ftiilcd to 
l^ge any account of his election expenses at all as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the 
Kule» made thereunder ; 


And whereas the said cendidatc, even after dac notices 
ipven any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission it further satisfied that he lias no 
good reason or jusuficadon for iuch failure ; 


ArV m section lOA of the said 

qhrJ Comiujssion hereby declares the said 

disqualified for being chosen as, 

o? of the " k/ I’rirliament 

Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 

ordlsr * Period of three years from the date of this 


[No. KT-LA/41/78(20)] 


[tfo if>7rfo-f3fi>’i’o/40/78( 19)] 


S.O. 632. — Whereas the Election Commission ij .satisfied 
that Shri B. Gumlingappa, S/o. Basappa, HaUadakere, 
Haribar P.O. District Chitradurga (Karnataka), a contesting 
candidate for general election to the Karnataka, Legislative 
Assembly held in February 1978 from 40-Harihar Assembly 
constituency, has failed to lodge any account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Repiosentation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission ij further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure ; 


WfoWo 6 54.— 37fT;, pTTfqq *7777bT 577 TTtrpJR w I 

yx^ir, ID 78 Jr JP 5riTl?57 fkwrr J? fVy 77^5^07 
tV.Tr'f.7 i fir: I DxnxuTi trqr fit^fT^ATW Jr irr^ 

■3’rtTfq''7rT *77 TT!hX XTR kfiRR-T, 770 TTFirre' 

f^TAT RTTR (rq-finr) *fr5r tTfiTTfitfirir wJa-fiiqR, isrt xm prqtffTr 

JT^nir rr.T p^qjfT jfr, 

^7T7 rej. 77 qjrTjsr 5,^ ^ ; 

rp:, 577 , tj'ftr jiirV'r-Trr J-, g-Jr 771 , 77 : ^rTTirr firq utTir qg 
Ri’ rTR.’ kR 77495*7177 Jr firr qfrf 'FirR VrVf 'f 7 ri:' 5 iTilT 
f47.- ?, tfifr ^ 
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qpr »i-fiTrfraT ^ TfW i>rv^ ?r 'rtl 

t; 

«i{t: ^ trfsrPm »)■ irnr io«fr 4- f-r^rW^ 

WTTPt ’^^rUPJ g'fft '-ft Utf^ TTH ift 4fT«t Pfwl 

tfl Jir f^l' xm ^ Pmrr ?T<r ww PniH Tfw^ ^ 

»iIt f?r ‘pl fliftv if rflr «[4 

•fr ^riwrfir iP fPr'? ?>Ptt “ffw 1 1 

[e-o ^-f^o^o/ 193/78 ( 2l)] 

S.O, 654— whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Govindaraddl Ramaraddi Meti, Hanchinal, Taluka 
Pai-asgad, District Belgaum (Karnataka), a contesting candi- 
date for general election to the Karnataka, Legislative 
Assembly held in February, 78 from 193-Paraagad assembly 
constituency, has failed to lodge any account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he haa no 
good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Govindaraddi Ramaraddi Mcti, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Leglsl«tlve 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

(No. KT-LA/193/78(21)] 

HTTo XTTo 6fl 5'" ' Me*,, hfgWtt tTPlTtr TT si *111111 ^ fig i ^ fv 

TTtrtl, 1978 4 511 >Rhrv f^PT wr ^r ETtnrvr ftnsftpr 
lOS-g'WlE [iTwH>T-tSE ^ ’fTR ?Tf% <»T% ^STfSh- 
TTc sfl tiV tjtmrpr, rTo €!<> 4o n, 9 ?rt fretTOr, 

fw, tfrnw, i«PTT»T (»fPrfE4t), tiihP srfhPrfhw wfWm, 1951 
cr»iT ftroVt tfii fhtrsit sm srlftm trpl fRi-hr ■tu’f 
gilt sft ?WT <rrflitT ^ xm.H tl | ; 

tRT; ^3W ^ dwi<ii fW fir 

sfv sTPft VT Wtrom % ftp"/ >f?rf fiqrir stwfiT tn(f 

tar wh fhVTRT srpfhr O rmrsTR ft nm | 

rrm tpt wnTWftT % hitr sftf 'prfpT ftHTfi tiT jqiiflfsTti «npr I ; 

iRt:, wp, ^ Bfsrhm mr lov 4^ JrfhRlvT 

•rrahr ^ sfl gvinw thro ^ fwfl 

tft tpR % tn fiptff TW nft ferpT p*rr ftrrpr % 

^ ^ sflT ^ ^ hrt; ^ sn^ 8?) difla ^ ?fPr ^4 

•ft *f: TW IHrtf 4t fiTxfl[tT rWw Txm I I 

0 T-tto-ft-* ff e/ 1 9 8/ 7 8 ( 2 2 )] 

S.O. 655.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Kothapuri Mohajj Yeshwant, B.C. No. 11, Fort 
Contonment, Belgaum Dlatrict, Belgaum (Kixnataka), a 
contesting candidate for general election to the Karnataka 
Legislative Assembly held in February, 78 from 198- 
Uchangaon assembly constituency, has failed to lodge any 
account of his election expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1931, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not ^iven any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Kolhapuri Mohan Yeshwant to be disqualified for 


being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

[No. KT-LA/198/78(22)] 


WTo WTo 65 0 , — JPT:, riPfPT PHIUH If) mri | [t 

■IPTd, 197 8 irpi fqtTTiT tpfTT % fipf rn<n 7 iir fhsrtqtT ^ 

2i3'4ifii8*tii hraWiT-wsi ^ ^ trru fb rrn: «f) 

tini-fiiie ihprf, tnifE «fl 4 to wro ’ttjppt 
ftrfsfxq, qRKrer, rtt qfrmh' qprr ftpir, 

^ sifarfqfuPT ttfithm, 1951 w »pttp qn; Ppmf 

ffTO n^ftPT aqtfr IR ^ TRf *[ 

Vd'EH 

sAfij ITEfi dsn Nii-iilmiT ^ 3 %" tTPtlRt ftt^ ITT^ qX 

*fr XTPfl- VHWdl 4 r fipT qtrt 'tilRT WW rqff 

fipn siVt; hraWq stitiPr an rjif sft itoupt jil w ^ 

•mr XR 'nrfr^ tpiRi nr ^tTTfitfrw ir^ ; 

SPT:, «T, sffhhpPT ’fl trnr i (wt 'tri^rrin' Jr fhqfqtr 
wfPT qjiTSiTT antfHr Tu#fSTier gi) ppx % ftxfV lift 

qr fitp!) Tpm ajlftnpr ^tstt wn fwR 
^ anif sfk ^ ^ ’fj xrfpi h 'fPT’rt aitaTOT- 

qfif ^ ftitf hKr^n urfqE atuar t 1 

[4o amjofito qo/2i3/78( 23 )] 


S.O. 656. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ashok Ka^avendrarao Desai, C/o. Shri V. R. 
Desai, Gajanana Kally Josh! Building, Navapade, Vishnu 
Nagar Dombivelli, West Thana District, a contesting candi- 
date lor general election to the Karnataka Legislative 
Assembly held in February, 1978 from 2l3-B8gsJkot 
.^cmbly constituency, has failed to lodge any account of 
his election expenses at all as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules m^e thereunder; 


And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commls.sion is further satisfied tliat he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore. In pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Ashok Raghavendrarao Desai to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House 
of Parliamentary or of the Legislative Assembly or Legis- 
lative Council of a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

[No. KT-LA/213/78(23)] 
qf fwsft, 12 1980 


WoWIo 657. — qn:, fqqfq'T qpfPr IP tnmrPl ^ qtfT I ftr 
Txqfl, 1978 Jr JT 5 :^^ mqr % fJrr ptutxit fwhqr ir firi 

134-WTJST^ UtfT 

qm nhrqr ^h i h 4 ) , 'fio qssgo 4 lo qrmhft, 
'Tpqqwbt' qte, fHpRftjx m^qr, Wm ^ (qurfcqr), afiqr 
srfirftftJW tfTuflrqq, 1951 rm qintt qg fSririTf im 
rr^ftpr qq^ Prtfqq aqxff qp ^ dV ^ifr arfsTT Jf qqqwr 
; 

dir, tm.', ^qiT Txdhmr ^Jrqqrqt gqqifqdsn^ qr ^qqdt 

rrr tffl'Wfli % ftn qW iTOq r q uf lq R iir iqff lAr 
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[mil — 3 (ii)] 


'(rror ipt 23 , inso/'4ir 2 , 1902 


mtn iM JTtr ^ m st m 

WOTiH^T T T fw *i^ 'FlW 'FTOir ITT ^ ^ ; 

m wsr, "Pt Erm lo^P ^ *f 

wftK 'TTT.snr Vt nYjitTO *rt ^ feff V qr 

froV tiyt ir ft'ETFr tmr f-rtrm utw, ^ ^'r^: 

sfr ftTTT TH wtKT w pr riW ^ ^ ■prrmftr % f^n. 

'irfw ^r23T I I 

[flo ^io koHo/ 134/78(24)] 


New Delhi, the 12th February, 1980 

S.O. 657.— Whereas the Flectiun Coirmission i.-. sathficd 
that Shri Hregowda S/o. Bas^ivcgowdu Hirebelaguh, P.W.D. 
Colony. Kndavanakolc Post, Holcnui'sipur ’I'aluK, Dislricl 
Hassan (Karnataka), a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Karnataka Legislative Assembly held in 
February, 1978 from 134-ArkaIgud Assembly constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at 
all as required by the Kepresentation of the People Act. 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby dcclQrtf.s the said 
Shri Eregowda to be disqualified for being chosen as. and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. KT-LA/134/78(24)] 


Tf kPlft, 19 hSTtkt, 1980 

Wo wto 8 5 8. — tpi", f-Fikpr trrtfpT wmarn ft ntrr ^ k 
'trrrtV, 1978 wtkoft ktrpT twr % fiTtr rmjm 
fkt( B'4T k=l?4W-5k % 

sft nyro tPSrfrrrP’T %0 mfo wrtRM, 

tnatHPHjT 5trit%7' otjot Eiptx 

stkfdfm wftrfwtrtr, 1 9 .t i tsit jp! kggt jnrr 

tNftrr tpT4 mlf TiT Ttf ^ t^tffr it 

^ * ; 

wYt, hd:, WT -jrrflT^K ttnpfr kt TIFt Tf »fV 

*hpft TO tpmv'Hdi iit fttu fYf 4TTO tmr ttift fror ft, 

fiYt rH<ri44 ttitfm 4T tfit rfr TOTtJPT fY ptn I f% TOk TOT 
TO TOTTTOTT St f'TO Sfitt TOfsfr frTTO m r riKjYrm ^ ; 

wtt; tot, tm tTfErfhTOT ift mr i owr ^ it Fh ' ^Ito 

mVf TOfira sff ifto tjqo t^o Pfrtftvft pro 

% qr fwft xpsq- <i?t ktiPT qqr ktror qftq^ % btot ^ 
wif ttk ^ ^ fBXT TO 'trkw sir tTRt>34' tf (fk, tpf sft iMtiiqfir 
ift fro fTO,tTO rfrfro totf ^ i 

[tic irofo ko qo/6i/78( 35 )] 


New Delhi, the 19th February, 1980 


S.O. 658. — Whereas the Flection Commis.sion is satisfied 
that Shri K. N. N, Murlhy, C/a. K. N. Nagaraj, Junior 
Engineer, Ammasandra Factory, Turuvekere Taluk, Tumkur 
District (Karnataka), a contesting candidate for genera) 
elccHop to the Karnataka Legislative Assembly held in 


February, 1978 from 6I-Tumvekcre Assembly constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at 
till as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1051. and the Rules made Ihcrcumler ; 

And wherea.s the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good rca.son or justification for such failure ; 

Now, theerefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Acl, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri K, N. Miirthy to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or I.egfslativc Council of a 
Slate for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. KT-LA/61/78(25)] 


uf krof, 20 qTOpf, 1980 


WeWTo 65 fkikq so *1)4 qr TOrorFr ft ^ k 

'T.tqff, 1 978 if ^ >TOfe8t ktTFT TOTt T frn; TOtlTTO froWr % fcf 
1 7 6-ijirri)' rnrr it 47 % ttoVtoty tfr 

TTTkrow hlsTO? TOT.', qkkkf tonp wFfi, |to). ftT'Tr trrT- 
*nf, (wrkr), rik trkkfeq ttrftrkro, 1951 ttt TTOkTOnr 
TO kroff cm TOfwn bto krtro TO.it ttr ttJ vrr ijTO 
TOT if TOPTO ?f ; 

w:, TTO TTOTOm: q, ^ tthto tjTOTO kr trk to 
TO TOTTTTOT ip fw ^ TOTO TOITT tTOoYtTO Tf-if kUT 
f, hYt kutro snnYtr to to *17 Tminfr ft tot ? k ttot tot 
TO TOTTOTOf ^ fr-TO TOf Tnkt TTrsf qr TOrYkTO TOT ? i 

tot: to. TfT wkkTO tY iTm nw vwtoto ir krtro 
wik iTTT^m 3TO Mf TTtkqtrrs tfr^q-x % ksY 

bYtot t to kk TTjq to k-jFT qqr wq-rr ktrrq Tfki^ 
ipTOW >(151 TOT tiYt sk Y: krrr TO trktr ^ffkTf 

k TOTTTTfir % fipi; krfro kkr toto if 1 

[ho TOtfo-ko qo/l76/78(28)] 


Mew Delhi, the 20lh February, 1980 


S.O. 659. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
thii Sliri Modinsab Mohammad Yusuf, Konakani Maldar 
Oni, Hubli, Dharwad District (Karnataka), a contesting 
candidate for general election to the Karnataka, Legislative 
Assembly held in Febrnary, 1978 from 176-Hubli Assembly 
constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses ut all as rcouired by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and tno Rules made thereunder ; 


And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
ht, not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission i.s further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure ; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10 A of the said 
Act. the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
.Phri Modinsab Mohammad Yusuf to be d'squ.tlified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House 
of P.-irli.TTncrit or of the Legislative As'-embiy or Legis- 
lative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the dale of this order. 


[No. KT-LA/176/78(28)] 
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wTl^^^^>660. — ipr:, "rr rnrra ft ft urt f*fr qrcT'l', 

19 78 ir S'? Tmfeip fjTtrK ?rwT T f’Tn. mtrrrTrr % Prt 

17 0-jfl^ *r«TT ^ fT^ wrn «fV 

■^ToV ^ornfl ^TTfr^r, 'PTFFti=^, 

(^'rs^), --rr*P iTfnfTry^if ■trftrffmti, i9?i -rfii 
fToRi siTT RitficT PlpT T ^ •frir 

if wiTOH rii t ; 

*lV, ^ JJ-hIWH, T TRfT TR TT rV 

WRft VS 'HOOi"iO T «t; f"n7 siii sttct R'Rn77:>s for 
ifH, fsirWr ^rra>r so tstijr ssr k h t^pT stR 

5R RRSiW ^ fep S^ tVN STRUl SI fsro'VN' S SiTt k ; 

RR: RR, WT RfilfRITR tSV ETITT 1 0 Sr ^ tTJRRS if fOSfSR 
RPfPr l^fT^Tr RTcT »4f ItOTOf fVW SO WT T fTRf »ft 

sm ^ ST fsoff TEH sif fSTOR R»TT SRRT fSETR ofTST ip ROTS 

^ 30 % (^tt ?tfr ip fTtr w iri%R s% rptOs r rIr sr sR sort- 
rTW ip ffTR forf^R offOR STRT | I 

[%o if^o-fRc Ro/t76/78( 29)] 


New Delhi, the 21st Februanp 1980 

S.O. 661.— Whereas the E^e.'iian Commi^v'on i-i satisfied 
that Shn Kuppelnr Abdulrajak Divansub, Kod, Taluk, 
Hore.kerur (Karnataka), a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Karnataka Legislative Assembly held in 
February, 1978 from 182-Hirckcrur Assembly constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at 
all as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any rea.son or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commisivion is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or ju.stification for such faihi e; 

Now. therefore, in pursuance of .section lO.A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Kuppelur Abdulrajak Divansab to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of ^tber House 
of_ Parlicment or of the Lcsi-lalive ,\s.=c.nbly or Legis- 
lative Council of a State for a period of fliree years from 
the date of this order. 

I No. KT-TA/l 82/78 (30)] 


R^ fctft, 32 19R0 


S.O. 660 -Whei-ca& the Election Commission is satisfied 

that Shri Iiagi Vlkram Vedamurthy, Nctaji Paper Office, 
PendargaJli, Hubli (Karnataka), a contesting candidate fot 
general election to the Karnataka Legislative Assembly held 
in February, 1978 from 176-HubU Assembly coaslituency, 
has failed lo lodge an account of bis election expenses m 
the manner required by the Representittion of the People 
Act, 19.51, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Ttagl Vikram Vedamurthy to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of cither House ot 
Parliament or of the Legisl-ili^c A.ssembly or Legislative 
Councif ot a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

INo. KT-1.A/176/78(29)1 


WTo wto 66’ — tpT:, fiptfRR RTqTl Tl RRTOTR ^ RtR (( ftp 
'TTRtR, J978 R JR fq-fipR RRt ^ Fru jttrttR fR afR R 

% fRtr 2it;-5r.V p-;p fRPAfR-PRpr R RIR R7% 

Nf A'PTRt RTRvrn TT’iYqvqT, To R 9lo fTTRtfi Fj%X. fiWRT 

»lwrp- (RHTJT) TiT ufFrfqfuTR irftrfRipiT, 13,51 RtiT FTtRfR 

RRiq qu ftpipT fTR RRfsTR RRR ^ RRfT RXiT fifq if 

fqrrfRR *tPTt 57T Rwr RTitaR if siRRiR 7^ k ; 

Rfr, rr:, RtpT RERtTRiT jm W tiij q-PtrRVT TT fasir r 
'(■’R % <TIWR fRRWtf RtTTR RR RfT 'fff RtilRPT JfT tIRT | % 
RRip RTR T(R RRRRRr % iRR Vtf RRfcR tFFR Rf SRRff^ 
RKf if ; 

STR: sir, RitrfRRR n% RPR 1 U^P T RRRtvr ijfRRl'RR 
XRR'tR pWtrPT R5R Nf "TRIRf RPPRT R^fR’-'R Id tt'RR % fkRfV 
»fr R?R % PT fVR'y TTIR ^ fRUR RRr R’-mr fRtJTR RftRR % 
RRER 3rrR R’ft ^ R fRR TR RIRR <T TTfm R fUR 

<1% TPREtfR % frp firriRR RffRR I 


R? fir-Rt, 2t TCRtr, 1980 


[ro RRtc-fRc- Ro/210/78( 35)] 


RtTc Wo 66 t ■ — RRd RTRIr RR RRrtlR ^ RRI k tT 

TTTRTf, 1978 'TprfT'F fRRR RRT Fru RPIRTT fRRfRR 

% f'RR 18 2-f%.^%^ RRt fRRfRR-‘fiR % =^RPT RtJrj Tr%fR- 

Rtt: RV R5FTTTT [tftTIRRrr, «PtR RPJR, 

(RPTfPT) , RtT RfRFRfRt'T Rfs'fRRR, 1 9 .5 1 RRT RTtffR RRTT Rq fRRRf 
srn WT^ PtRtRR «TRf Jpt Rf km TIIVr R 

RRTR I ; 

RT:, R5R RHffRRrr %, TTt RtRT M SfrR TT Rf 

RRRT VR RRTRRT % fR7 'PRT RRTT tRrf))TrnT Rjf f%Rr k, 
sftr, Pt^irr rirTr 51R Rs tfftrRr'JiR fir Rpr | rrV qjq ipR 
RRTRTr ^ fRT PFrf TtrfrR RRTR Rt rRpftFRcR R^ k ; 

RR. Rf , TFT RrsrfRRR !7PT 1 O'P % R^npr it pTRtRR 
RTtfnr RRRWTT RTT Rf RTCR tTP ^IsiRHlR Rf RRR ^ 

'Rf RRR % PT fTRT THR e|% fR'JtR RTt RRTT fRRTR 
Rftrl^ %RRTR Rt% rVt ?t% T fRR, ^R RTRR RT Rtfra- 

it tflTR ’6% T i lR Isf ij ^ fRtr finfOT ’rtPlR TT?rr ff I 

[Ro Rpffo-fRo Ro/iR3/78( 30)1 


New Delhi, the 22nd February, 1980 

8.0. 662, — Whereas the Election Com; liision is .satisfied 
that Shri Katbani B'lsappa Gaviyappa, At and Post Hpdagali, 
T.iluk Hangund, District Bijapur (Kaniaiaka), a contesting 
candidate for general election to the Kainalaka Legislative 
Assemb'y held in February, 1978 from 2l6-IIunp'.ind consti- 
tuency, has failed lo lodge an account of his election expenses 
within the time and in the manner required by the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951. and the Rules made there- 
under ; 

And w'herea'^. a/ler considering the rc'ircventMlio.n made 
by the F lid candidate, the E'cction Cor' mi -pon is further 
satisfied that he has no good reason or justincalion for the 
failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lO.A .of the said 
.Act, the Election Commission hereby ilecl.'''re5 the said 
Shri Kathani Basappa Gaviyappa to be d'- qualified for being 
chosen as, and for bcin.e, a member of cither House of Par- 
liament or cl the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Coun- 
cil of a State far a period of three years from the date of 
this order. 


INo. KT-LA/2 16 778(3 5)1 
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WTo^n* 663 , — ITT., f^l^YsPT ^-rWTlT W TOTSTr-T T4T ^ ftr 
■TT T T C I, 19 78 irjn; fiTOTT imr ^ Nit" iTTHm:''! 

% few 1 I 7-W^l:T=-TJ:r fTiTT fe'lfe'i-ffW ^ "pW Tfef 

Ml »iiiw', '■^T smnv Tiftm, at>> 

TTTO, (^'TTirkT), irfiTferfispir wfiifenw, ]93i 

nwr itsYt 41114 44 feiwt anr w^stt TTwr % ifTfe 

TT m;% fenWiT ’STr?i iTiT ^ arfrjrer )?itw A tfiurt |; 

wYt, 4T-, 1?T4 4, IJ^r WWW W wfe IT 

jfY wfr iw Tiw475,7n ^ ferif ^4^ wi^r TT'^rr^mr 
fw wYc fe^twT 'CTFfriT 4TT iw wr Trrri-rFr fit im & fe 

gTT% 'TPT ^ qrWTTlTT % fel^ Ttf Wfe-T ’Tri'ir 44 WnfrfWW 

^ t; 

ITT ST4, TTT nfsrfeWJT ilfY OTTT 1 0-T >(1 W^TTW W fe^fTT 

^rwfer oTiT^'rTTr 1344 ’^Y wYiwr tt ifea ftwY <fY TraT % 4T 

fSfWY TrS4 4^Y f^'T TTTTT smT fevTT TflTTa ^1 ’Taw Tnit 
isftT iffe- % fei^ T4 wrtvr # ?rr^rtr ^ ffY^r 44 «ffY ^nsrrTftr % 
fei] fe ^ mY Tm 4 4i * T( 4 I 

[ti'o ifwYo“f4 oTr« ! 1 1 yF 7 8 ( 3 S)] 

New Delhi, ibe 23) J Febriuiry, 1.980 

S.O. 663. — Whereas the FJeot'on Cummiision is satisfied 
that Shti Somir.h, S/o Basava Naika, Vatal, T. Narasipura 
Taluk, District Mysore (Karnataka), a contestiflfi- candidate 
for general elertion to the Karnataka Legirlative Assembly 
held in February, 1978 from 117-ChamiiEdeswari Assembly 
constituency, ha,s failed to lodge an account of bi» election 
expense.s within the time and in the manner required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices has 
not Riven any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now. therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commi.ssion hereby declares the '•aid 
Shri ,S'omiah to he disciualified for being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of either House nf Parliament or of. the 
I-eglslative Assembly or Legishitn'c Coinc’l of n Stale for .a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. KT-L A /1 17/78(38)] 

^ortTo 60 4. — ^4cT:, fiwYwT StTtfYtr TT nnitTW rY '|4I ^ fk> 
'TTtrfY, 197 8 Sr jn RwfCTr Himd HWT fer3^ itTBKvr festfepT 
^7 fet^ 1 2 4-.fpiipT7rmT THTT *r <n^ 

g wfj wdtt: ^ wr?- ttYtt 'pr «fY TflnPiIYiftTr, 4'4'=nTTTgsrsjY njlmiT, 
'byidts^iY), nYv 4t0 qjvo mgr n P]57 , fePTT ^RinTc5> ) , 

hYut irferfefwT srftTfetrrr, i95i nwT TObr »rt4 PrtttY 
Q I ' I TPYfelT TTpr finl'nn *4^ TT 8tY4 Tf) tTTfT R7s^ ^ 

'H'bP'T ttY 

tfbr, tpt:, TJffT dWfUtqiJ ?r, TjJf H4TPf7 gWlTT W <8171 'TT 
sfr wfY TT 8FFWTT 4t fer^ 4Yf «FTTnr rmt twYttw 
flnrr wV ffegtRT sTwYg rr mr <fY ^mmr jwt I % 
iTTTT i!w qwvw 4r fert gfrf epTfer grTW trr ww'Yftw 

ura-; w, Tjw <!?r mw 1 097 |7 sTt^TTOT thwNw 

(riRFr ofiTH I TT 8 tV ttt^ sftfT 4Y Rwe 47 tt(7»fr sft 

% ttT FttSY ttw f^mPT TTWT *rw)tT fwwm tfsAr % mn«r 


^jir 317% qV ^ «f7 ferr w ^n^iir <Fr trrrYRr Yr tfFr Rt 

■fn gTFpirfiT 97 fern fevf^ 4rfeRT «PTfIT 1 1 

[*r» 9W>-f4iiJrij/l24/78( 39)] 


S.O, 664. — Whereas tlie Election Commission is satisfied 
(hat Shri Saihigowda, S/o Shri Sannaiamcgowda, Beechana- 
halli Koppal, (jundhanahal)i P.O., K. R. Naaar Taluk, Dls- 
tiict My.-oi'e, (Karnal.ika), a conte.sting candidate for genera) 
election to the Karnataka Lcgislati\ e Assembly held in 
bebrn iry, 1978 from 124-Kiishnar3janagar Assembly consti- 
tuency. has failed to lodge an account of his election ex- 
pentics at all as required by the Representation of the People 
.‘kcl. 19,“' 1, and the Rules made thereunder; 

‘knd '.vhereas the said candidate, even after Jue notices 
ha^ not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the I'lection Commission is further ."atisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for sucli failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the .'laid 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri ''athlgowda to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, ,n member of either House of Parliament or of 
the ILcgislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No, KT-LA/ 124/78(39)] 

RTfoWro 665 .— W, fertferr qnfw 4T TtmUK ^ rpTrlYffr 
TTTTfY, 1 9 7 8 if gtj ifTTjfTTp feHR jrvTT 47 fer^ TTrsKW PnrWr 
% fei^ 17 3-Rfw8 TT«n fe^Wr-tsfer ir vrw 5T8ir ■aTwYtwrr 

■HY TTT TP3T P'-TTITT, TTITtY, mTogYoTfro rrrqwnfr 

tjferTT, HferTTI 7FR, TTT RTTHT (+8YdH)') , TlTi srfTTfeffeW 

'nfsrfmr’T, i95i w triFT srrrq ferrrf sttt *p)f«TT (rpr 

ftwfTT TqqY 87T ^ sfr 4 wT flfrftFT T75^ if snrTTT -rjf | ; 

rVt, To:, TTT TTwItRIT ^T, TTWifr TJ^ M Ttri’ TT 
1^ RTTff (tPTPTrrr % fer'Y ifri' R7Tnir qtprr fpsYrttut 
fCTT %, xflT fetrtTT sntfpT IT7T sfr TTnirT jfT W ff fV 

7TiT% 3777 ^ imriTarT % fett qfff hqF-T R7TTW irr TwrijYfww 

’i^t ^ ; 

SJT: rW, TTtT wfeFPTT rFY 07TT 1037 %■ ST^TITvr if fe 'q ]T)ri 
WdYfi tfd^ffTO TTT ’Tt TIT t-jtit TTqTTT RTt TT^ % 

feTlfY tY TTT 47 T7 PpfiY TTsq nff feupT rpn WTTT feOTT 

Tfer^ 47 TT^ ^ tpY wYt 1^4- 47 fer4 tt ttHt «ifY TitfT 
% tfYr TT tY 'TTTTTTfer 47 fel^ fTTfsT TYfetT T7tTT % 1 

[To 'fTTfo-fq-oTo/l 73/78( 40)] 


S.O. 665. — ^Whete.ns the Election Commis.sion is .satisfied 
that Shri Ron Abdul Rahiman Hasansnb, General Secretary, 
M.P.C., Employees Union, Ambikiinagar, Dandeli, Uttara 
Kannada (Karnataka;, a contesting candidate for ^lenernl elec- 
tion to the Karnataka Lceyative Assembly held in February, 
1978 from 173-Haliyal .Assembly constituency, has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expense.s at all as required by 
(he Representation of the People .Act. 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas the .said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for (he failure 
and ;be Flection Commission is further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
.Act. the Flection Commis.sion hereby declares the said 
Phri Ron Abdul Rahiman Hasansab to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Par- 
liament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Coun- 
cil of a .State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 


[Ne. KT-LA /1 7.3/78(401] 
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VToUTi’ 6CG WPfPT ^ lit ^PTT wt 

fr 1973 ir 'iFtCT firm 5fi rrmnTr 

^ 17 9-f^WPT mrr »t 'm 

^ ^joftw’’ '-TT, sfePT mrnr STTmT, rFTTfJFrfr 

ITT^, (<fTTTfi'+), srPlWm 195 1 TcrT 

FT^cfFT sr^piT jitT pFfqrff jKr STTltiTT ^'T f=TTt'’r^ •^Fl't 

*ft itw Trftr?r if WF^ rf t : 

3FT:, 7FT ?nfP;Tr7‘ ?f, ^rpn-^ nUTT <Tt 

itfr mft VI' ’rr'i'K'vrr % fiw =iTrt 'fttw mn P'l'tfpmi Jtst 
fw t, wN m>r ^ '(fr pthtoh w v^rr ^ fp 

iOT% 'TFT VT 'rrerrmr % 'rrrf'ri ttff jtf 

^ % ■, 

iRA' PPT, ^ TrfefipFT pft srm lov % tr^FT^r iffir^rT 
mt^r TVT ■sft rrfvsFT iTHIFFTT TTProTT ^ TFFf ^ 

fVETt ’(ft FVT % RT f%T?t TPFT Rft f^m TT’IF W«nT 
mPtr^ % Fm ’hVt iftir ^ ft'if VT ’trrirTr Rft ?rrfFr 

% ?fFT vf # ’PFTFrfir % fir^ Prcft^ trff^ (fFTrr 1 1 

[tTo VAfo-ft'o»Tc.-179/78(4l)l 

S.O, 666.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Hariian Yamanappa Basappa. At P.O. Mattigatti 
Taluk. Kundgof, iKarnataka), a contesting candidate for gene- 
ral election lo the Karnatak Legislative Assembly held in 
February. l‘J7R from 179-Kundgol Assembly constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of hia election expenses at all 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas (he said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any rca.son or erplanation for (he failure 
and the E)e.:tion Commission is further Batisfiec^ that he has 
no good reason or justincation for such failure ; 

Now. therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri llirijun Yamanappa Basappa to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Par- 
liament or of the T.cg'slativc .Assembly or Legislative Coun- 
cil of a Stale for a period of three years from the date of 
this order. 

[No. KT-LA/179/78f41)] 
ttf fttFtff, 1 FTsT, 1980 

8!T=W0 607 — UTt;, PftWa tTPfht ftr ■HRtm w % 

ft> 'Ftqff, 197 8 *f fP; ’(TFST 1^9 id «r*TT % nT9i'-'>T 

(liqf\P T ^ 2 0 2-fd'di I JTdfT? (xT oTTo ) ^ 

FTftf Vfif sJt4fl<[RR nft 'VtmTT, ^ ftpVTf, firmfl f7T^*fT d’lt 
(hf^), mtJdT fVFTOSrPr, 'FIT ^#r fw (tTFfT 51^), 9th6 
jrftrPrfaFT ’tTftrhFFT, i9.5i tm trePfk »t^ ftrtFff mr 

TTtpr ^ (tp^ MhT "ftflT *FTh ftptfvT ’’ftI vt 

VftrtT if WrFF t ; 

tTcT:, TOFT ’jif TTFTV ijrAui W hT 

sff tmf VT TtUTr-F TT % f=r^ tiff 'FlFh ttW "TeiPtmT 
ferr If, tfrr ftnfm wirfFt, vr trir tfr +FtTm Rf tph ft ftt 

^Tt^t 'TFT VT Vh TO fl t % firt ^ 'TtFt TRir tfT RFftf^FT 

qff ft: 

m WR, iJtTr vftrPnFT til srrr lov ^ tFjfRer if fvtftn 
tTPrfrt udCtll ^ 1 '3 an ^ ^’'irltTT th TFTR ^ Prsfl th TTVT UT 
pT^ TTJtT trf PrfTR rnn tpoRT f^m ifnirr ttw ^ 

wH !ft% % Pvt VT th ’TTfltf it rffT th ttr''TPTrtT 

fW fftTfftd ^ftiVT tRTIT ft I 

[ho ’qToiro-fiToFo/292/78(B4)T 
i3;?ro »ffo lik, *FrT TtftrR, 
TTirh PTtf'Rh wfifhr 


New Delhi, the 1st March, 1980 

S.O. 667. — 'Whereas the Election Con, mission is satisfied 
that Shri Chandriah, S/o Shiviah, r/o Siddulooi Paiga 
(Village), Vakarabad T.aluq, Ranga Reddy Dist. (Andhra 
Pradesh) a contesting candidate for general election to the 
A.ndhra Pradesh I.eg'sl.ativc Assembly held in Pcbruary, 1978 
from 2()2-VikarHhad (SC) Constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses at all within the time 
and in the manner as leqtn'fd by ihe P' -presentation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules in.ide thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given tiny reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is further aatisfied that he has 
no good rc.ison or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Art, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Chandriah to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for 
being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. AP-LA/202/78(54)] 

S. C. JAIN. Under Secy. 

Election Commi.ssion of India 

’in^RT 

^ fwfr, 25 'FTV’I, 1980 

’Fto’Sfto 668. — mr., firRtVT iiptFT VT tFTTtrpT ^ tPTT ft 
fr 1977 ^f gtr qftrift aplTT f^ffTT irFf % fvft H I 9K ' J | 
rdRfard it M7-FWf^ FRT ^ (SIT^ «rT% 

y 4414411 41 FfVT (TFT, 4/3 ^IjtmW 4tT, 4^4^17-23 'fH' 

krfrrfFtFT, 1951 ?8t 4 trft fvnfli im 

41^fHn , 19^4 PTRtVT «Fff 4!T RTfiVT RfIT if TT hRM ’ Tftft; 

417, JFT:, ^ ’jrjfR'RR ft, yft JTWT4t IfrTT IfTft TT: 

41 *ml VT wfFPVTT ^ W 4ft» jmw smr (nff 

forr ft, 417 fft4i4tr iiTrtfPT ^tr rtt 41 f»ttwpt [ft >Tarr ft ftt 

(371% TFT VT TPTOFtT m W 4lf Thl'A 4(1777 7T FTFflfftfFT 

^ ft; 

FTt: sw, yrr qfErffttFT 4fl uttt inv % 4i^7'7 4 fftrf^d 
atrI'i PTT^jTrr yrr 41 tft ift tftt 4 fftFfl 41 tuft ^ 
7T 9r41 Tmr fftsTT ttstt sfitt fftsn-r 'rfftmT 4 tttft srft 

'srrft 417 flft fftft Th wrftw 41 dPtlt*' 4 417 vft ^ 

’FPTfnfir ft: f^ift fft7%T Tlffttr ftTTrr ft i 

[Tfti T'=4o-f4'eTi=/l47/77] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 25th February, 1980 

S.O. 668.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Sachin Nag, 4/3 Bhukailash Road, Calcutta-23, a 
contesting candidate for general election to the West Bengal 
Legislative Assembly from 147-Kabitirtha assembly consti- 
tuency, held in June, 1977, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation 
of the People .Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the .said candidate, even after due notices 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is further aatisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Nosv, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the fiaid 
Act. the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Sachin Nag, to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, .a member of either Hoii^e of Parliament or of the 
legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Slate for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. WB-LA/U7/771 
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"PT TnrT^T:Hr# 32, IPRO/^a- 2, 1903 


^ 4 TTT^, 1980 

WfoWfoOGO . — ^ ?TftTfTIFT, 1950 ( 1 9S0=f!T 43) 

^ ETFT 1 34^ # BFETPr ( 1 ) ITT SRIT 411 IT'Tt^' 4F^ 

§1T, UTKFT ^rnflT, f^i^l UDIPM ^ TTIW ?! =sft Fto 

4it’53-, %i-!!nTT qr, sift iinTo%o ^nprr, wrfoifoiTqo ijirnm, 

4rt :3 ;t% 'PPTIUrr qfr 4?^ Jl 4^1; HFp^ F41 

IFT ttjit s)g- % ;p5n OTfifiili: % ^ jT rrTOI-'l 

4Uir44ri1M 4i3Tn ?(■ I 

fiTo 15 4/fr84V/ao] 
iffo sTFPprquiR, 

■iTiTq- sTT'irn 


New Delhi, Ihe 4th M.irch, 1980 

S.O. 669.— In exercise of Ihe powers conferred hy siih- 
i-ecUon (1) of section 13 A of the Represenuaion of the People 
Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), the Election Commission of India, 
in consultation with the Delhi Admitiistration heicby nomi- 
nates ,‘jhri R. K. Ahooja, I.A.S. Deputy Commissioner, Delhi 
as the Chief Electoral Officer for the Union Tcrritciy of 
Delhi with effect from the date he takes over charge and 
until further ordcra vice Shri N. C. Kochhar. 

INo, 154/DJ /80] 
V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN, Secy. 
Election Commission of India 

?rri4T 

■T^ 2 6 Ml 'A 19 8 0 

41I0WT0 670, — IRI:, fjrrN^ ?TnfFT 4IT ffinUFT ifr 1F1T ?) 
1977 if TTHWR'I fjltJR ’TfR % f?# iRWir 

^ fi=ra' 1 1 S-TpEMfi^ fT?iT ^IT^ 

4 1-81118 1 V ‘tff m'Ir'I nsql^ii, ofRTf ifo 6, ■'19941 tHt, 

4irrr (trsiWFf), i=fr4i srfirffrftw xrfyfa'iH, 19.51 crflH 

ffiTFl 4^ f^Fnrf srn si^f^ xm stpff qn qii^ Spar 

4ir<a'i <ti<^ if XFTOT ^ ?; 

wV, ipT:, TPT if, nrirq; ^; 5 tTT fa'^' it vff, 

w iFDHfir It 4 ?rf 43^111 xpaar wp:^f 4 FTir 4 ifr ferr ff xi^ 

fipTWif 41Tiffir 411 TO TORSTR (fl riJTT | fV Tfl^r TPr ?rr 
afTOTTtll V fhn^ 411^ TirfctT 411441 rrl niufff^il f ; 

3Ri; w, 7TO sifstfiTO 4ff uni 1041 apjjrror it' 
frotro 41114131 Nrid^in ^ fft (f'jTO ffr? air Tfro % f%# xft 
TO4 4; m irofl ttto q^f farapi jttit titoi I^eift qf^Ti^ % towt 
141 % xfk ^ W xnw # aifN' if rffii qif # 

qrortTfij % Fi't fn 'ffln WfftrT a. cq 1 ^ 1 

[liolMi'-1^ollo/l 1 5/77( 42 )] 
ORDERS 

New Delhi, Ihe 26th February, 1980 

S.O. 670.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Mohan Singh, Advocate, Bazar No. 6, Ramganj- 
mnndi, Kota (Rajasthan), a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly held in June, 
1977 from 1 15-Ramaganjmandi constiliiency, has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenties as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951. and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said eandidalc, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Flection Commission is sati.sficd that he has no good 
rca'ion or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pnrsnance of section lOA of the said 
.Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Mohan Singh to he disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of eilhcr Hoii.mc of Parliament or of the 
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I-cgIslative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-LA /1 15/77(42)] 

qUo WTj 67 1 : — TO:, PpTfTO XTFfPl 44 TOTIHR ^1 
TO! ^ fp itJ-T, 197 7 Jir ttotstr f4W4 TTTO 4: fwi FTHUin' 
frofTO fifF 1 1 1-4TTO if ^ 

TR ’tfr fsTOT iqi'T, ’J'P' ^ BTOI, ?mTO ’t’prff, SfKT, firaT 
4tt3T (rriTRn^) rfm qfrfirftTO RfufTOiT, 1951 ITOT 
TOPT JpT hTTiTO ara XT^iSPT 4(4^ fTOWu *61 qtft ^ 
Kifisf 4R% if xmror Tg S; 

lltr, to:, :34?T ^rjffrorr if, TO(TOT ^fTOT fTO ^TTif TO 4ff, 

W XRfMi'fdt % fttr qllf 44477 XTTOT rqriifTOtiir fTOT ^ xftT: 
Pr4fTO xtrPt 477 rtoijto sir ’P77 1 ^ 4 # rmr ^47 whfiHfii 

47 fspir qfp^ qilfs-JT 477747 TO TqPTffTOiT 4 ^ 

■TO: TO, t3TO Wfsrf77TO7 477 £7747 1 047 % Xl^TRUl if frotTO 
xrpfPl TOT^gRT OTl "qf r«lM4 <TFT 4if 4474 % fTOff xff 4TTO ^ 
TO froff 4TTO qff fqtro 447 ?TTO7 f4R777 % 4T4B7 

3774 Xff’. ^4 47 firt; ?47 7714117 iff TOffHT 4f dW to' 44 q774774fl7 
% fro pH if#!! qYfro 47TO7 i I 

[4* 4T37»-f4o 40/111/77 (43)] 

S.O. 671- — Whereas ihe Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Chittar lal, S/o Shri Chatra, Oil Factory, Baran, 
District Koia (Rajastlian) a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Raja,sthan House of the People/Legislative 
Assembly held in June 1977 from 111-Baran constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as 
required by the Representation of the Psople Act, and 

the Rules made thereunder ; ' 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is sati.sfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for Ihe failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Chhitar Lai to be disqualified for being chosen us, and 
for being, a member of cither House of Parhament or of the 
Ecgislalive Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-LA/11 1/77(43)] 

0 477 o 6 72 - — mu:, fnqf'M n 1 41 ^ 1 477 *t m m 

17TO ^ f47 TO, 19 7 7 if ^ TOTOTOTT fAETEf 47477 % Puf TfTBnTOT 

fq^fro 47 f4i7 1 6 7-f4fr|f fqqfro ^ ^ ■'jmq to4 to% 

TOt; -df ITTOf^ 'rffiJR, 44747, 47^4ffR fTOTTOt (tTJITOR) 4ft47 
srfhfqftTO STfafTTOT, 19 51 TOT TOTtf TOf iFTOTf STTO 

nrffro to 4 trofro *TOff 477 47tf 4ff 47)4147 4774 if tow 

7^ S: 

TfR to:, OT7 REifNqTT: 4, 47TO47 gW f4i7 TO tft', 
TO TO4iTO7 %fTO: 47'rt 4777417 WTO7 TWbfRW 771^ ftTO t xflT 

frqfTO wrrtn' 477 to ttrintt ^4 tot ^ f47 to% tott to totoito 
47 PtR 441 to4r 4774417 TO TTOiftfTOT 4^ 

to: To, WT wftlfTTTO 44 tJRT 10 % if PtoTto 

TOdbl i.',44g:KT 73447 'dV fTOfTO mPv^ic 44 TfTT? % f474ft xft 4744 

47 47 pTiifr ttto q4 fWr ttto toto Ptotit ^ 

^4 4774 XlYr i574 47 PTOf "54 44 ftTflra' 4 ff74 TO q4 

-6r4T4p4 47 pspri pTOf^ TOpET 474477 t I 

[Tf« T7T7o-f4=47o/l67/77(44)] 
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S.O. 672. — Whereas the Election Commi.ssion is satisfied 
that Shri Brij Mohan Parihar, Rewada, Tch'iil Sheciganj, 
(Rajasthan), a contesting candidate for general election to the 
Rajasthan House of the Peoplc/Legislativc Assembly held in 
June, 1977 from 167-Sirohi constituency, has failed to lodge 
any account of his election expenses as required by the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
rea'xan or Justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Brij Mohan Parihar to be disqualified for being chosen 
as. and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

INo, RJ-LA/167/77(44)] 


Wo 67 3 L — qw:, fufWT WtfPt TT tTBTtJPT 

Wr I 1977 ftr TTJTFTR fiftTPr ^TET % ftTU mHRTT 

fhflh n' ^ firtt 64-«(HPii4y ftprWr ^ 

tlTR T 'fte dtHKldl, tT?pfh?-«rPrFrFJf1f, 
fwwTTT (THr^^rrtr), ^ ttffiWhTT irftrfhtrE, issi tprr 
qti nrr rWri fiprfvR «rtft irr fihf iff 
St wdW 

<fVT qw:, ^ Sr, fiPT tiTT^ tn: ifr, 

W WdWdl ' ^ ftitr VTTTir Fis#r«fr?nr ttfff finiT ^ *fk 
firirt^rtT wnfPr <pt tnt ttqiiiid iprr ft fr iRr ^ Jtq tB Hdt 
ftr Iwq: ^ 'wfET TTTTir irsT ft; 

wr: w, tjw wftrfhtTR 65t tTpa lOft if 

wifPr t^dq^sKi ^ «fr *orrs(r«rBr f?r wr % 'rff % w 

fiRfl TPnr •ft fntin *9X1 WPTT ftmiq % tiHeg ^if 

ftiTf ift mrPi Ir rffir 6fr •iTmTqfar % 

fin% fiT^rr ft i 

[#o Tr>ro/f^o^o/64/77/(4.3)] 


S.O, 673. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Kailash Chandra, Village and P,0. Nangalbani, Teh- 
»11 Thanagazi, District-Alwar, (Rajasthan), a contesting candi- 
date for general election to the Raj,ssthan Legislative As- 
sembly held in June, 1977 from 64-Thanagazi constituency, 
has failed to lodge any account of his election expenses as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candlijate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure; 

■ Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Kailash Chandra to bo disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament or 
of the legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-LA/64/77f45)] 


nf ftwfl, 28 qtTTfr, 1980 

Wo Wo 07 4 : — IRT:, Pdqf'd'f WTtfPT W tTtTTtTR' (ft 
•pn ft fr tijp, 1977 *f 4141 PdK fqtrpT ^ far q | t| | fm 

fti fiiq 1 6 ^ ei si) n [is 

wt: -Ttwiw qfim Rrftr «ff shrt: wtr 


’fPT’T, truT ^ ^qugtqr — s^tfnrFrr. qprr hlmPT, ^ 

(■rrifWlPT), wTT qfhWarq liTftfhTTq, 195 1 tT»n tt^EfpT qum 

qir fiPThf fpj fqqfTT aqiff xiT xift iffl spsr TiPiFf 

if VrPTiT Tft ft; 

xtVr qir;, -'jHfleqK h, rpjtrp ftp tnir Tt iff, 

^ xmwiT ^ fttp XETST qftf ftqr ft xfft 

ftttfxTT XtftpT W quilIM ft W ft ft Tift TTq IpT MUHiMiT 
% ftpr Trf 'Prfcd qtRtr iqpAter filff ft; 

xra: XIV, tJVd xrfhftqjt iff Etm 1057 % X('j_qT'J| if ftqftd 

xmfPr qfli^5|j,i 7315^ jsff 'njtn: •nw ifftir ^qrftrm 5ff % 
iff trav % in ftttff TTJq iff fttlFT tETT XTxpiT fttTR 
% BVET vft xjft fjtft % ftp ^ xtfttfT iff qTffiq' it tfjn' 
qtf nft 5rmvfh iftfxni ft VffttT'FrtTT ft I 

[?fo TTVo-ftoffo/l 6/7 7( 4e)] 


New Delhi, the 28th February, 1980 

S.O. 674.— Whereas the Election Commission is saisfied 
that Shri Bhanwar Lai Godara Thukariasar, C/o Shri Nopa 
Ram Bhanwar Lai Godara, Village and P.O. Thukaiiasar via 
Momasar. District Churn (Rajasthan), a contesting candidate 
for general election to the Rajasthan House of the People/ 
Legislative Assembly held in June 1977 from 16-Dungurgarh 
constituency, has failed to lodge any account of his election 
expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidalc, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justiflcali.in for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act. the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Bhanwar Lai Godara to be disqualified for being chosen 
us, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative 'Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
Slate for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-LA/16/77(46)] 


Wo Wo 67 S ; — qn:, ftqftnr xrmfq qrr tiqraPT gf qqr 
ft ft 75j;q', 1977 if 5P xrxq qftqr fqtrrq qw % ftp qmixii 
ftnftd ^ ftp 1 7 7-^6 X ftnftn ijjfl ff n ft icj+dlV- 

qn: 4 ft qfftMIM ftlj qqiST ftft, ttPT-ftftqr, qfo xffo-ftrftqr (WT- 
rf), dfttfft fgT- ftxn-qrrxnw (usq- h^), xfft qftftfttw 
xrftftqTT, 1951 qw 'qqn qp fwft am xftftrr <fft 
ft xpft ftdft'T xqxft w vjiai aiftxt Sift if xnrm 7ft ft; 

xftr q^:, viatiaq R ft, xnrxpF xpipi ftp soft Tt: xfr, 

xptWTPT ftp idC qifxyT xpqqr PTx^ftmn* ftqr ft xftr 
fftqftq xnqfp w qft pptrtp ^ qqr ft ft OTftr qrp op WfiWTJir 
ft; ftp tft^ qqftt WPq rqTqftftPT pftf ft; 

xTp: xnr, pw xtftftqp qft vm loqr ^ xpjpTvr Jj fftqftq 
xpqfp ppapm pw ' 4 f pftt'TTT ftp pqxr ftre[ wv ft? fttff 
<ff WT ft? qr ftTxff THq qft fttrnr xhtt xpqqr ftvnp ft? 

^ iifift xfft fttft ft? ftp w xrftitr qff di/jy if ^ q^ 
ift qqxrtqft ft? ftp ftdftq qfftq qTrqr ft 1 

[do po qo-ftopo/i 77/77] 


S.O. 675. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfietJ 
that Shri Mahipal Singh, Nawal Singh, Village Kiniva, P.O, 
Kiniva (Kandai) Tehsil Baihar, District Balaghat (Madhya Pra- 
desh), a contesting candidalc for general election to the 
Madhya Pradesh Legislative Assembly held in June, J977 
from 177-Baihar constituency, has failed to lodge any account 
of his election expenses in the manner as required by the 
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RerJ’Ci-entation of ths People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas Ihe said candidate, even after due notice, 
has noi fiiven any reason or explanation for tlio failure 
and the Election Commission C satished that he bus no good 
reas'on or justification fot the f.iilure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shi'i Mahipal Singh Nawal .Singh, to be disqualified for being 
phosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Par- 
liament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a Stale for a period of three yeara from the date of this 
Older. 

[No. MP-LA/177/77] 

3 iri^,i9Rn 

•PTo WTo C76 - — »TRPr W tEtTETH 

ft W ^ ft m 7 7 if ^ TTirPTET ftlttK ^7)1 if ftn ttTtTpTr 

% f'p7 lu-'frff q'lTT if snif 

Trqft'TfTl ^ ^'TTPT, Tff ^ i ^ i u , rffo STSiue^i , tt^tfftT 
(tTTFUH), rffJH srftlMar? ttfEtfrprJf, 19SI mff rpt!ft?r tSRfr^ 
irf[ fipEff S-PT EftfsTif If^ir aq-rff 'FT Tht tfr ifaf Sfftw 

if itfrpfvT Tit P:; 

tfl'T W\:, TT-Pr^n: if, gpEft ftn aj-pr q-r vff, 

^ xm^TT T. ftf TpS TpT7 nwr 77'^ft7TiT ftitr f. iflT 
ft'fk'f xrrifpr w w ^furuH ^‘r w ^ ft fTEf w tmwtff 
% ftrr 'Prfcq ifrnTJt nrwffftw P] 

WT: m, U'H itfftrfrinf # tnrr lo-’t? % wtot if 

!fPfttT tnr^prr ;3q?T «fr ^'■T'-fpT, p- p-dlftK Tl *I>R % ftqf 

Iff if; HT ftfft’ ’TJjf »pf ftttPT fr<Tf ff«fTr ftan fftEp; v 
♦H'ltq JiH ffft isH ^7 Pi>t W srftuT fit nl '1'W ^ tfpT 
fit fp-‘Trff>-f % ftT[ fd fliJrT q'rF'f^ ftw rl I 

[rto TpsTis-fvc Ko/ lo/77( 1 r)] 

New Delhi, the 3id March, 1980 

S.O. 676.— Wbceras the Election Xiommission is satisfied 
that Shri Sultan, S/o Shri Tulcha Ram, R/o fladoupid, Tch- 
sil, Suratfiarh (Rajasthan), a contesting candidate for general 
election tr> the Rajasthan I-fous'C of the People/Legislativc 
Assembly held in June 1977, from 10-Pillibangan constilucncy, 
has failed to lodge any account of his election expenses as 
required by the Rcprc-cntalion of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the, notice, 
has nol given any reason or e.xplanation for the failure 
and the E'eclion Commission is sati.sfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pur.suance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commis.'iion hereby declares the said 
Shii Sultan, S/o Shri Tulcha Ram, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Le,^i.slative Assembly or T.cgislaiive 
Council of a State for a period of three yeara from the dale 
of this order. 

[No. R.T-EA/10/77(48)] 

>PIo fTf 67 7 : — TT', fiffftpT ITPffir qtt rmrETR ^ 
W ^ ft p, 1 U 7 7 ^ Trstpqp fttpR iptf % ftrr JTTtJfrW 

PMwT %■ ftrr 1 0-TFft#nT pff 'TS'T qPf '3'tjjft- 

jtTT isff flTriTftTrFT 'iJfpTf, p isfr irTEEt timftT, irrif 'fftixfnr 
(TTsiWTH), I#ft trfdPtrEPT xfftffipfif, 196 1 TqT ptfpT qHIU_ qrr 

fTPEff snr xftft'T arr^ sqq'f ff-rr iftf ^fftm 

fPf^f if WffT & I 

xfft ^ftf -d '-41991" pdl ftrr :^ 7 fr rpr 

W+14iMfflf % fjp fUf fTEf Wqr wfC^ftTV] firqr 51 fflt 


19 80/^ 2, 1961 


ftfWr xrrqpf w.t PTfOTT 5 ! w | ft ijfft 9 to (EntfRtf 

% fftr lETFcT ftHTT PrpftftET ft) 

XfTi ffSf, TfT strrEtftifJf fff ETHT 10ft% ffp'fur ^ ftqftq 
xrriffT n-Ffq^ ^ uft jrTfT/t"Trsr fif iett % ft# # 

Jf?T ft Tf ft# Tfjq # ftmr rntf XEtfT ftsTR ##![ % fTTOf 
^4 #T ifr4 % ftp; ftr xfftur # irreft 4 #t W # ftrar- 
qft ft ftn ffTftr TffTT fR'Tf ^ I 

[tfo 7j3fo-fto tf<'/lo/77( 49 )] 


S.O. 677. — Whereas the Election Cominksion is satisfied 
that Shri Banawnri Lai Dhanuka, S/o Shri Lakh Ram 

Dhnnuka, R/o Pillibangan, (Rajasthan), a contesting candi- 
date for geneial election to the Rajasthan Legislative As- 
sembly held in June, 1977 from 10-PiUibangan constituency, 
has failed to lodge any account of his election expenses as 
icquircd by ihe Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the notice, 

has not given any rca.son or explanation for the failure 

and the Election Commission is further isatisfied that he has 
no good reason 01 justification for such failure ; 

Now", therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the au’d 
Shri Banw'ari Lai Dhanuka to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament 
or of the f egislalivc Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
Stale for a period of three years from the date of this 

order. 

[No, RJ-LA/10/77(49)] 


WTTo WTo 6 78 . — TO, ft#TO WRET *fT gqitlM # 

w ^ ft p, 1977 ir grr Tp5r?srFr fttiTO rntr ^ ftir ^rWTRr 
fr^fTO % PT'T .lO-TiLifJT: ft#TO T# ? 4-4Hq T ' ' 

«fr TETRET, tfR TOTKpr, Ttr iflET 517^7, TITOT 9i4pi ' j,^ 
(TPT'LT^), ENT trftftftlT XrftftTO, 1951 E»E fTTtlET TO# 
TO pTTO'r arcr TOff to vrf # W ^rfe^r 

>6# if STOTT 7 ^^; 

■nV tr;T;, ijjfq yr#««IK 4. TOIEF p8T fi# to4 TO #, 
TO TOTTOr T fTO Tft 177771 XTTOT TORftTO ftqT % wft 
RPTET ttr TO TgrtJR gl gqT )f ft TO^? TTO TO RTOTTiE 
4r Pro pqiftf TITOr TOI#ftTO' Tift S ; 

XtT, TTO ###TT # TKT lOT % ^PJETOT if ftqi'TO 

urofft TTO <# -sErnTO to #it 4; ft# # pro to 

ft# Tfuq # fttTOT TOE WTOT ftqET TftTOI % ETOT "^4 to 4 
Elk #4 T Pet xrftuT # TOpft 4 #E # TOErorir 
fsriT frofro | i 

[tfo TOT" ft" E"/,3n/77( 50)] 


S.O. 678. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Dola Ram, Village Sardarpura, P.O. Mandela Bara, 
via Fatfhpur (Rajasthan), a contesting candidate for gene- 
ral election to the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly held in 
June, 1977 from 30-Fatehpur constituency, has failed to 
lodge any account of his election expenses as required by 
the Rcprc'jcntntion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or e.xplanation for the failure 
and the Election Commisaion is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the sa;d 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Dola Ram to be disqualified for being chosen a», and 
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for being, a member of either House of Porliament or of 
Ihc Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for' a period of three years from the date of this ordet. 

[No, RJ-LA/30/77(50il 

gno?n<i679. — tm:, mrir w wtiR ^’T w sj fe -tjtr- 

1977 f^ttFT tT»TT % firtr fTTinriir % f^TTr 

3 0-Td5'i< fd'ithT ^ ^ '^TFr ^ TRtwrr ’.H 
Tti 2, vltfl'I'Tsif, fsn=n ?fFCr (TjirrqFT) , %-lt srfHfiirEfST 

*rftrpFTtT, 19 51 dm dT;lffT Tu fdtTtff ST^T WTT 

5tpn TTf »ft' tjjt mfiy'T if Rmfir t ; 

mi:, 'dr+il'^ql c ?ItFTT Htn epr ppf, ITT 

^tWTdT ftdtT ipti wmrr m'rffdrrvr d(ff forr ^ wfe 
ftdhd 'trrak ipt rwriTTr ^ mn t fT ttt spt xt WTU'TTr 

®fi fviU dtrrtfr dT ^dTtfVfdftT dl^l ^ \ 

w: ^ ^ifErfdtR ^ mm 1 OT % if fddfTT 

wTd'r*! trpj^sm ddd 'df *fif ddd % fT# ’tfr nr-r ^ mPptff 
TTwp ^ fdtTR w 'Hmnft'miT %tRT?T ^rtd rflrijrA 

^ filt^ m^tn gif dl cldl if did gir gdtTTdftT dl ffpr fdvf^d 
mfTd grcdT ^ I 

[tf. Tnro-fg-ci H«/3o/77( 5 l)] 

S.O. 679. — 'Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Beni, Ward No. 2, Fatehpiir, Shekhawati, Divlrict 
Sikar, (Rajasthan), a contesting candidate for general election 
to the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly held in June, 1977 
from 30-Fatehpur constituency, has failed to lodge any 
account of his election expenses as required by the Repie- 
.senlation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commiss'ion is satisfied lhat be has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Beni to be disqualified for being chosen as, and tor 
being, a member of either lloiiue of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or I.cgi.shitive Council of a Stale for 
a period of three years from the dale of this order. 

[No, RLLA/30/77(51)J 
Iff ftsfff , 5 uH, 1980 

WT« WTo 6 8 0. — qn:, Wqfir IPT tmftlTiT ^ im 

1977 rf Jtr TpJtrqTtT ft'trrT tHTT % fVj TrrmTnr f^TmT 

1 2.3-57Tm muV.qM 'jf m'lfiTim, 

Rtifmrr, fapTf f%rtfftTi^ (mnrHqmT), srPTftTfu^ 

wfmfmiR, 1951 TqT tT^tfhr mnn tir fSrqrtf' s-m 

fqqtmi ®wf qtr qfrt tfr mlisfT qmr ^ rrw ^ | ; 

tRP, 'd*‘41'sn 1 f mtrqqi ^-aai fiuj qr tffr, IpT 
Rwrar Tfi qnmi Rcppr FTcrtqrrnr qKffqqT ?f Rfi" fqqtqq 
Rpfpi qtr qi[ ^ mn ^ mu ritt'Ttt % 

ftri; Tf^ Ttrisfr *6^ qr ?f ; 

w. RR, WT Rfaliftm qif ttm 1 iw % Rt^nrir t fqqHq 
wpTfq tT?fT5m t3q7T isfr iTfifftTm qff rm % finffr '4f qqq 
f%pjf Tpsq ft'mq hri i frtm n L u ^ ^ uai-a 
rU ^ % ftTti w RT^ iff TnTtj if fftA qq iff Trmrf'j % 
finfffd Rffro ifmrr \ 1 

[Ro tRIo fqo R‘'/l 2.3/77( 47)] 


New Delhi, the 5th March, 1980 

S.O, 680. — ^Whereas the Eleclion Commission is satisfied 
dint Shri Mangi Lai, Mandpia, Tchsil Bhadesar, District 
ChiUorgaih (Rajaethanl, a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly held in June, 
1977 from 123-Kapasan constituency, hu .5 failed to lodge 
any account of his election expensea as required by the 
Rcprescnlalion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 


And whereas the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied lhat he has no good 
reason or justification for tire failure ; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Art, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Afengi Lai to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of eithci' House of Parliament or of 
the I cgislative Amcmbly or Legislative Council of a State 
for ,"1 period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-LA/123/77(47)] 


RTo RTo 6 8 1. — tni:, ffprW'T RiqlT qh RRiaPT Jff tplT | ftt tp, 
19 7 7 gr vpirpqm fqtrnr rrt % fiqtr qrtti Pmf'qH thef 
1 3 2"4ii^noL I fhqfqiT Ri?f h -^mq ^ 1 - 

Rim, 'p tpiif, 'ff'T, 9%! hftiTtTT, TTo tftqm, ttpfrT irpiftfirr, 
fsTHT qtRqTET (TTSTBITr), tfW RftrfhftRR Rfh^RnT, 1951 hRT 
qqRpT qnr qrr fuqq’j jm R^etiT Tf% R9% fh4h'T *tRft HTT 
wr TrfiffR qpm Sr RhRrq p t ; 


rV, tr=r:, ^ jrrr rit Rwrraqr rt 

•FTh % 'TS(RR[f^-TT RTRPT sfR R? 1^1 RRTKTTT ^ RRT | 

TtR TR 'MR'bNdT % fp ^ qirffR qTRR TT 

rr: rr, Rfhftm 3?r tm khp % rrrtvt if fimfuR 
XTTijtit u.cteUTtT TRtT Rf Tt^RmtT Rtf RRT % feff ^ HRR % 
RT fqqff msR qft firtTR rrt rrrt ffiErPT Tffp % rtrt 
ajrir rK ?’lir qifRtr vi iii^ nKfu irtffT r 4 "ff wiKfli 
^ ftp ffp%r qffhR iftmrr t 1 

[Ro 3Mc-PtiiRo/132/77( 53 )] 


S.O. 681, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
lhat Shri Kaniliaiya Lai, S/o. Shii Dhulji, Bhil, Place Nagama, 
P. O, Nagama, Tehsil Bagidora, District Banswara (Rajas- 
than), a contesting candidate for general election to the 
Rajasthan Legialativc Assembly held in June, 1977 from 
132-Bagidora (ST) eonstiUiency, has failed to lodge an 
account of bis election expenses in the manner as required 
by the Representation of the P.eoplc Act, 195.1, and the 
Rules made thereunder ; 


And whereas, after considering the representation made 
by the said candidate, the Rlectton Commission is further 
satisfied that he has no good reason or justification for the 
failure : 

Now, therefore, in purauance of section lOA of the said 
.\ct, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Sbi'i Kanihaiya Tal to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a uirmber of cither House of Parliament or 
Ilf the 1 L■gl^)ative \ "'omb!y or Legislative Council of a State 
for a pcrioj of three years from the date of this order. 


[No. RJ-LA/132/77(53)] 
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^ fe^, 6 1980 

682. — IT?!., ffT^r^^rnfrn'^^rRTiiH?>’WTtfT 
197 7 ^ ■’T^r^-TT^ flTSTpT ¥'flT % TrTETrf^ M-l % felf 

iRi-ifr^ y ^ ii4U!riT '4t 15 'iT^w, 

’tTt’' ^ 'TT^ft, (■>W£fFT), 

TO irffrWiifc^ wftriwT, 1951 <T«n iri^ pTiTJTtsrrf 

tiIH ^ sipi't ’iiT 'PT'S ift ^ ^ 

t ; 

?lt- Ipf., T?fT i3i^ifrxTO Tr>TO iniT Tr W, 

W *mwn % ferr iptf TOTT W«J^ jrf^r'fTO fori t FtTr 
TOW FlT^lf TOTO ^ TO I Pf TO WiPfiTO 
% Pt'T 'Tirtt?T TOTir irr =Tiff t ; 

TO;, TO, 3TO FlfufTOR' 'fr 11173 1 031 ^ITJTOr JT TtoTO 
TOW TO^Ttt -JTO >‘3t IIITOT'T Tfir TOT % pF# 7ft ^ JIT 

TITO 37f PtTO 7T7TT TITO f^ETrn 9f7TO % TOiT TO TO TftT TO 

% fro ^ JT Tout <fft TOf w jf # ^irrofEr ^ ftw frofsir 

Tftfro iTOT ^ I 

[Tfo TRO f3o JTo/ 16 l/ 77( 52 )] 
TTT^vr if, 

TTTo Wo WITT, TOJ; TlfTO 

New Delhi, the 6 lh March, 1980 

S.O. 682. — Whcrea.s the Election Commission is satisfied 
that ,Shri Siibh l,al Opponife Mfiha Lak.shmi Matidir, Sojat 
City, Dislrict Pali, (Rajasthan), a contesting candidate for 
general election to (he Rajasthan I.egisjlative Assembly held 
m June 1977 from 161-Sojat constituency, has failed to 
lodge any nceoiint of his election expenses in the manner 
required by llie Representation of the People Act, 1931, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

And wliereivi the said candidate, even after due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Conimiss'ioii is satisfied thal he has no good 
reason or juslilication for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pur-uimce of s'eclion lO.A of the said 
Act, ihe Flection Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Subh Lai to be disqualified tor being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of cither Ffousc of Parliament or of the 
Lcgi''lalive A'scmbly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a pciiod of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-I,A/161/77(52)] 
By Order, 

O. N, NAGAR, Under Secy. 

TObTf 

Tff frroj, 14 1980 

TT 0 TTI 0 G 8 3.— TOIT;, fTOTTO TOPT W TOTTO tfl TO ^ PfT 1977 
rf 'Ll 3) W 8 T % fro; JfTUTTTg Pr^fro %fTO'29-")HN>3 (xfoTOo 

fhTOw jf TOW JTTO totItott sff rrnr, gjir jfto, 
TOr TOitito Trrr, towT to s-fTOfuro wfairoT, in.si 
diTi TOfw TOpT JTTT fmTJTl ST7T trhiTO TPT^ frofTO TOf grr 
gift *fj wfror JFT^ if OTTO ^ ; 

TfK, TO:, WT TOtffTOTT ITITO g^TOt iTO ST »ff, 
TO OTTO7TT % Pro iFTTO TPTO TOrpTOf IT^ felT ^ 
TtV frofro TTPfW JFT TO OTTTO fft TO ff fw TO% 9771 TO 
TITOTOT ^Pirr qirhw 9TTO W ^rnuLfTOT 7Tt,'i F ; 


TRf; OT, WIT TlftlPlOT 9ff !ITT7 lOR % TOdTOT if fTOpTO 
Tl i q'n i' rnr^iTT 13 TO iiTT OT WTr *81 OTT if PtoI sfl TOT 78 JTT 
j^nff Tpnr TTf PfdTTiT tT'JTT TTTOT fq'ElTiT tP^to; % TOW TO DfiW 

tTO TO % fTO TO Tow wf wTOr if TO TO Jpf iWTrTO "8 
fTO fTOf^FT mPLT Jfwrr | i 

[if. wosTo-iffo ^ 0 / 29 / 77 ( 5 )] 
ORDERS 

Nevv Delhi, the 14th rebruary, 1980 

S.O. 68J.— Whereas the Election Commission i.s ^atisfied 
that Shri Baij Nath, Village Karand, Po-st Jehangirabad Raj, 
Barabanlci, a contesting candidate for gener.al eleelion to the 
House of the People held in 1977 from 29-Barabanld (SL) 
constiliieney, has failed to lodge an account of hi.s' election 
c.xpienses at all as required by the Representation of the 
People Ael, 19.51, and the Rules made Iheteiuider 

And whereas' the said candidate, even after due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the E.lect'un Cornntisbjion is salislied that he has Ho good 
leason or justification foi- the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursnanec of section lOA of the aaid 
Act, the Eleelion Commis.sion hereby declares the said 
Shri Baij Nath to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either Houae of Parliament or of 
the Legislative .Asscmblv or Legislative Council of a St.ile 
for a period of three years from the dale of this order. 

[No. UP-HP/29/77(5)] 

IW* Wo 6 8 4. — TO", PTOTO WTO JPT OTTTOT iff JETT ^ P8 

1977 if ijTT WTO Tow Pttot ttwt % fTO: Tmmw fTOfro % 
fTO 384-^iTTOi^ PtoPto ff TOR TOW wTO TOJffTOn: ftff 
giHc fro, TTTpi TOf, TOTOTTO, wto; Tow TOf RfTOTfTOr 

TOuPtoh, 195 1 WqT TOtfPr TOTp TO PlTOf ffTO 'TOfW’T 

[TOPto- TOf TO wti Wf WRT TOTOt TOd jf OT'TO * ; 

xffT TO:, TTO wTOtoT’' ff WTOT iJTOTT fTO TlEf TO Wf, TO 
OTTOTOT % PtR TOt TOTO OTTO VtcdTO'W wTO ^ wTOPlTO 
TOT otTO To To TOfTtmT ST TOT ^ fw TO% 9771 TO OTTOTTO ^ 
Ptr TOf toTO toto JtT rgrifffTOJT TOf ^ ; 

to: OT, WTO TtftlpTTO Wf ETOT 1 0-W % TOfTOW if PiTOto 
otTOt TOtsTOTO TOW “df TOTOTftR: TO Tfro *8 fTOff Wf TOW % TO 
pPfff 73TO TO PrtJTW WTO OTTO fwTOW TfTOl^ % TOTO OT TOW 

TOTfOif % froj OT toTOt TO -Trifu if TOw ww TO totowPet ^ 

PiTT Pi toPtw 8' <11 ^ I 

[wo Wo-fWo W»/384/77(80)] 

S.O- 684. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Dambar Singh, Sarai Ghasi, Biilandshahr, Uttar 
Pradesh a conicsling enrididate for general e’ection to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative As'icmbly held in June 1977 from 
384-Bulandr,hahr constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election e.xpenaes at all as required by the Representa- 
tion of the People .Act, 1951, and the Rules made there- 
under ; 

And 'whci'eas the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or e.xplanation for the failure 
and the E'cction Commis-cion is satisfied that he has no good 
icason or justification for the Ltilure ; 

Now. Iheiefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Dambar Singh to he dissjualified for being chosen as, and 
bein'i, a member of cither House of P.irliament or of Mte 
I cgi'diitive Assembly or Legislative Council of a Slate for 
a period of three years fiom the dale of this order. 

[No. UP-LA /3S4/77fS0j] 
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Wo Wlo 6 85 .— vi41m W TTTtinT ^ EIT ^ ftr ^ 
1 977 TfTT 51^ fsTmT ^ %fertr 

384-¥E=W^ fElt^ ^ ^ TIT TTiftSTn; «ft tfETT 

srarr, Thrift frr, Ttn JrfTfrfijfir wftrfrw, 

19 51 d^tPlT T'lTIi TT fTMHt E7T ^TlfVpT PiAIH'I 

*ETf TT TTt 4r TTT TlfTT %tT 4 TTTT ^ ; 

^ffr IPT., TTT TTjflTTP' T TiTT ^[ETT ftp TlT 'E Wl, TT 
^RTETclI % f^ip TTt TTO PPI^PfrTiTr TT^ ^ 

ftrftpT WTFT W WUFT ^ W | ftl TIT TT TTWTT 

^ fTP Ti^t TTftr TTHT TT ?T1 t1Rw ^ ; 

TE TT, TTT TftiftTT =ft tm 1 0-T ^ TTT^ if PhtHh 
TPI tT pr^jm TTT >ift (TOT TOK "PT Kff TOT ^ 

TT ftirt TTT ftlTO T'lIT 5TTOT ftlJTT tItT^ % TOTT ^9 TTliT 
Tft ijtT ^ Rip Tiftiir ^ TTirPT p ptr tiP TroiTTfiT ^ RiP 
Rnd^ TTOTT ^ I 


And ivEeiens the said candidate even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commisyion is satisfied that he has no good 
rca.son or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section [OA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shii 
Ghan Shiam to he disqualitied for being cho'icii as, and for 
being, a member of cither House of Parliament or of the 
I egislutivc .Assembly or Le.gislntive Council of ;i Stale 1oi 
a period of three yeans from the dale of this order. 

[No. UP-I.A/420/77(82)J 

Wo 8no687. — TOi.fTOHTXTO^WTmTtTOfTTOT^ftr 1977 

if 5P Tff Tout fttrnr tut %ftrp ttstfat RptItt % Rrp 42n- 
’t'T'fT frofET ^ Tf TOTT Tift 'dWflTOIJ ITT TTfn rnT, 
tJ'iTTTr TOT, f^niT TOTTOpr JT^tIT ) ftpfl JTfftftrTOT 

Tftrftnr, i9,5i ttt TrtftT totp tp ftrff grr tftftrT tot 
ftTfro ^ 4f fttirr TTftrr ifr?^ if iqrpprr | | 


[fto do qo-fto TTo/384/77( 81)] 


S.O. 685. — Whereaa the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shrl Dhata Prasad, Ansiiri Road, Bulana.'nahr, Uttar 
Pradesh, a contesting candidate for general election to the 
Uttar Piadesh Legislative Assembly held in June 1977 
from 384-RuIandshahr comlituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the fuilure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or jiistirication for the failure ; 

Now, thciefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Dhata Prasad to be disqualified for being chosen ua. 
and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament or 
of the l-cgislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
.State for a period of Ihiee years from Ihe dale of thia 
order. 


[No. UP-LA /3 84/77(81)] 

T.IcnpToeae. — TOlftTfroTOifWWTOTrtTOiftTOTtftr 1977ft 
5 P TOH Tftvr fttro tott % fftp TrrtiTTO fftVwr % [ftp 420 - 

Irotro WT ft TOTT TOft Tift TwfftTH ftt inwiu. 

tmr TOTT TTOftI, TTftftr ftutr (tott sftrr) ftm 

irfftfftfTOT xrfsrfftTT, 1951 TTT U^tfhT TOTp TO fTOftf JTTT 
xiftftcr TOft fftrftrT atpfr tt Ttrf ftl ftw Tiftir tot ft ttwr 

; 

rfR TO: TOT TOftftTTT ft TOTO ftp Tift TT ft), 

IpT XraTOTOT ft fftp fttf TTOT TOfTT PPsrfTOiT Tl^ftPT ft ftk 
fftrfWT wnijp TT TO TTOTO fr TOT ft fft TOlft TTP TTT WTOIHTT 
ft fftp ftrt TPfPI TTTOT TT TOftftfftTO Tff ft ; 


ftft to:, TOrf TOtfftTP; ft TOTOt gror ftp ttp t^ ft), to 

RTTfinTT ft fttp ftrt TTPT ?fTOT W-tflf, 1 '4 fttjT ft ftft 

fftpfTp *rrtfpT TO TO TOrrtiR' ^ pe ft fft TOift TTr to ptmTOT 

ft fftp TOf TrfPT TOPT pr TOqftfTfT Tftf ft ; 

TO: TO, PTT xrfftRmr ft) Ernr 1 n-jp ft if fft^iftro 

WrfPT pT^STTr pro ft) ttr- TOT TOP ft) ftTO ft fftfl) ft) TOT 
ft PI fftft) Tpyp ft) fTtTrT TTO TOTT RPIP TfTOT ft PTTO gft 

Tift ftV ft fpp TO *Tnt?r ft) TTLlTtr ft ftTfi tt ft) wpiTlft 
ft firp fftrfW ftrfTO ttot t i 

[fto pa go-fqo pc/ 420 / 77 ( 33 )] 


S.O. 687. — Wherea.s the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ram Rattan Lai, Subhas Can], Roorkec ‘ a con- 
testing candidate for general eleclion to the Uttar Pn- 
desh Legislative Assembly held in 1977 fromi 420-Roorkce 
constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Representation of the Peq- 
pie Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission i.s satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ram Rattan Lai to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
i Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a Mate for a period of three years from the date of ffiis 
order. 


[No. UP-LA /420/77(833 


pf fftjft), 19 TITTT), 1979 


TO: TO, TORT pfftfftTP ft) tim 1 n-T ft tint'll ft fTOWp 
tTPfPr PPTJTTO TORT ft) TOWTT ft) TOT ft fftft) ft) TOT ft TT 
fftft) TITP ft) fwR PPT TOTT frtTTT TfpT^ ft TOTO TOft 

ft)T: ^Ift ft firp TT wftiT ft) TOftPi ft ft)p Tft ft) wrorfsT ft 

fftp fttfipT s) I 

[fto ToTo-ffto P‘’/4 20 / 77 ( 82 )] 

S.O. 686. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri CJhan Shiam, Village Nagla Imiali (Saharanpur), 
a conlesling candidate for general clc tion to the Uttar 
Pradesh Legislative Astcmhly held in 1977 from 420-Rcrrkee 
constituency, has f.ailed to lodge an .account of his election 
expenaes at all as required by the Repre.scntation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 


WoWTo 688. — TP; fftrfTP wrT)ir 'to pprwrp t) ttt | 
fft i 5 ;t 1977 ft 5 p fftgrr ffttrrp ptt ft iftp irrsrrpT fftTfrp 
ft fftp 296 TSTTTT (xtoToTOo ) fftTfTT-eT^' ft ^TTT Tyft Ttft 
TrfthrnT ft) fttroro fftrro, tw fftftftrrf, topto >tRrqTaTtni:, 
fftTO ffti|'i][P (fft^Ip) ft)T) TfftpTfftTT arfftfftTT, 195 1 TTO T^ftfp 
TOIP Tp fftTftr ffTTT PTfftp TTTft fft^fTT ^TTf TO ftt^ TO ftw 
TrfftT TTPft ft pffTOT Tf 

ftlz TP;, TOP prjftTTTT ft, uft fftP Tltft TT 

ft), TP RffUTOT ft fftp ftrf TrirT PTTI FTtsfltTP Pij) fftpr t 
wk fpTh-P prfttT- VT T(f ft) PTTftrP ?) TTO t fft TOft TOP 
Tft 5lft*STOTr ft fftp ft)^ TTfpI TPTft TT TOITlfftw 
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[qprll — 3^3 ii)] vttttt TT 3TJTOr : 22, I980/=^ff 2. 1902 


*TfT. srar, ’H’lWwir ^ift' irnr i ^ (rr^^nr if OT'TT^^ 
wr^ffir fTFT^P r wt '-fr 'firnir ftrwr irr 'ffr'T ^ fVw (fl" 

^5^ ^ 7JT fjfT’fl' TT^'T W rTfJTO' ^>Tr TT’TTr fVu'R 'Tft'r?' % 

7KT7 ■tft !fn% wk ^ Pt^ irr^'n’ 'rrfN' ^ ?ff^ ^ 

T^r 'TTrm^ftr % Pr’ilkr 'r^^r ^ i 

299/77(149)] 

New Delhi, the 19th February, 1980 

S.O. 688. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
lhat Shri Sonara Sirka, Village Chimisai, Post Khcriatamigar, 
District Singhhhum, Bihar a conteating candidate for general 
election to the Bihar T.egislativo Assembly held in .Tune 1977 
fiom 296-Majhgaon (ST constituency), I>as failed to lodge 
ari account of his election expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951. and the Rules made 
thci cunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not ^iven any reason or explanation for the faikiie and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

"Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Soinara Sirka to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order, 

[No. BR-LA/296/77(148)] 

^o»no «8 9. — ipt: PrqtfR trrkr ’rr trirnm ?rt qqr 

^ fV ^ 1 977 t ftr fjfjpT: firtTPf trqT % trrOTrvr 

% 29triR-iFrk (Ro^roisn-o) ?! 

grtTmaM: srl irw fwvr, tTW!VT ^tfTH’TT. 

(f^) ^srfirPrf^i^ trlirPm, losj mr 

Tq-pr Jra-fkrq-f SKT WftpT *7^ ilrr splf ^ ^ 

TrftfT ff trtjWf ff I 

rPT , TFT ^'iW^ ?T, ^ f^n; 'TT^ qT vf) 

srtriiTiT % fiT'r vrrur tr«rqT ftqr t wk 

firq-m Rn/ir >frr ^ Tr mmpr ^ qqf - 3 ^% qrR 

trtT9tRfTr 1kiT ifTif qqkr ipitT ifr FqrqlkrFT 

Rd-- R9', 3qrr Rfhfhrrq qr! emr io~^ % tpjtni'T if 

Rwrq 3FT srf ttr^vr Tt tffT? ftitfl tft 

tTtfq' % qr ftrtfl- rprq PrttR 'far f^gra Tfrig t 
fffFT trk % fq-tf gq aFr girV *1 ttk q? 

iFr Rrinrfh- % Ptt 'rffiftr TVTr ^ 1 

[)f° ftFR-ProRo' 296/77( 149 )] 

S.O. 689 — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Sadhu Charan Hembram, Village Kumbram, P.O. 
Tantnagar, District Singhbhum, Bihar, a contesting candidate 
for general election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held 
in June 1977 from 296-Majhgaon (ST) constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at all 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sadhu Charan Hembram lo be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order, 

[No. BR-LA/296/77( 149)1 


qf 2 0 Trprk, 199 0 

qqowro 690. — qq-, fkkq-q Rtko' RmnT ’ftt i 

ftt 1 97 7 Tlknff girrr Pttpt rrt % ikff qronrar 

f-rqkrk % Pro- 2.s:i-fjrw^Tr qgr P)gFTT-«T3' 
g-nrkgrt "-fl qrrtfq rirqr wriTrrk wmx thttc ftTnfjT 
f^rar ^fxr ( Tfv^t ) tIf gPrPrftTg RftrpFFt, 1 9 5 1 dqr 

?TTI^=T pTWi ffPT R7^ PetItT ^T tflf 

Ri irrPjT if rr'JiT Tf f"; 

Rk, ^T; qnfwgp: fe'T >13: vfr 

RTfr Frr RqjtquT % PTff vlf Tirq RW PTeffTr7:itr 6^ ppn 
?rk pTqfgg Rrqtjr wf RRnrr'T ^'r RTf | pp Rtr'F 

rPT RWTTT % pTfC TTF-T FTT Rf -TfkrTT Riff 

RR; RR, RfwffRR Rf RITr I OF % R^grof q fqqfqq 
Rwk 'rijr^jTTT SW R) 3r3TTg pTRT iFTT ^ *TF RTR 
% qr %Rr rpRT fVtrpT rrt rr^t Prarq 

Rk ifrif if fTif FR RTkr rF fTrtfhsr if ffPr rr iff 
RiwiRfR % Pet Prrf^R RiPtR rtrF fr i 

[rj-i, go 25.3/7 7] 

S.O. 690 Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 

that Shri Janardan .Misra, Shyamrayer Bazar, P.O. Bishnupur, 
Distt. Banhura, (West Bengal), a contesting candidate for gene- 
ral election to the West Bengal Legislative Assembly from 
253-Vishnupur assembly constituency, held in June 1977, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses m 
required by the Reprcsentalion of the People Act, 1951 and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Janardhan Misra, to be disqualified for being cho.sen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parlisment 
or of the Legislative Assembly or I.cgislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of fBis 
order. 

tWB-LA/253/77] 

VToRTo 6 91. — RR: PtrFRR Rjqk W RRraTR ^ RRT 
t f% 5[T, t 977 ^f fRiTTR RRI % pFf RnrrVT PrRfRR 

^ pTf ]9J'>if9^Tr PirWR-<^R tf fRTR R7^ VwflURR 
•sff Prim mf, rir r Tfo r?r, fWRRr, tflR triq- 
pT%fR RftrPfRR,, 1951 RRT RRhfRU- fJrqqf STTTR^fWR 

erT% pTRfTR *RRf Tf Rpf jff RTpRT RTfR R RRTiq 

Rk RR;, TfR qnftRRTT R, RFT RrqrR (Vf Unff Tt ^ff 
RR RR'trqRT % Prtf Fff RRVr RRRr fer ^ Rk 

PtqfRR RFriR RT R^ r 7 RriDW W RTR 1IH 

RRRtfTT ^ pRU- Rfk TR'PR R7TR Rr 

rr; rr, rrr RftrPTRiT Rf Errrr i or % r^rtr if pf R jR R 
RIRpr TRRSTTJ TPT ’-ff pR'TVsn: RRf R> RRR % pRjff qf qqq 
% Rt PfiRf TPTR Rf Pt^TR RRT RRRr ft-RR RpOK R RRtq 
f 7 qk- RTarr i^R % Pft ^ qrkr Rf Rkkr ^ fFPt R1^ rI 
RPTTRffl ^ Ptu- PttFIr RYPtT qRRr S' I 

[Ro fhftr Pro R®/ t9l/77{ 150)] 
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S.O. 691.— Wh the Election Commi^Eion is satisfied 

that Shri Shidheshwar Sharma, Village & P.O. Mchus, Dis- 
trict Monghyr, Bihar, a contesting candidate for general elec- 
tion to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held in June, TO?? 
from 191-Shekhpura constituency, has failed to lodge an ac- 
count of his election expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or Justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commi.ssion hereby declares the said Shri 
Sidheshwar Sharma to be disqualified for being chosen 
a.s, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of tlEs 
order. 

[No, BR-T.A/191/7?fl50n 

Wotno fl92- — ^PT^ REflJr inr 'mpm' rI Jpn # 

fV 1 977 if firtTR Prfi ’rrarpir PpiWt 

% ffTfi 1 9 ^ it srt^ 

«fV ttr- ^ Tro rn^rff, sTTr ^tff, PstTr rjih: 

trPrfhf^ RfM’^PPT, itt.si ^«rr ttie >111 

ffiqrrf mr RT'ftrtr WEf Trr Wf iff ^rtrr 

SR# if wiPiEr f ; 

tiTt: 3isi,-, tjw tjriffTTR ff, BTw ft''! Tt: ifl 

% pEf 'fi'JTr »-9'«€)’t;rar j^qr I tfft 

Rrjfh- ^rr JT? iff tEPTErEr f Pit tr ffi 

RETTilTirr % ?TfR ?,ff k ; 

RcT: RT, ^ RfirpEET *lft WRT 1 01? % RfH'?'? if PUfRif 
Riq>r >T^^TRr Rf TR filf 'fff JftTT % fttfif 
iff JT^ % ?1T ftitff xm ^ PrsiR trqr R’w iffTt 
% BTET Ri' Rk ^ % Pet tr RI^ iff mffv 
^4 <pf iTRiRPtr % PrTftT Rflfpr xrxm ^ 1 

ftfo fV^-ft-s.Jro I9t/77(l5l)] 


S.O. 692, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ram Bhadur Singh, Village Monia. P.O, Tarhari, 
P. S. Hajsi, District Monghyr, Bihar, a contesting candidate 
for general election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held 
in June, 19?7 from 191-Shoikpura conalitucncy, has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses at all a.s reqiured 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason Or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is sathfled that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ram Bhadur Singh to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of cither House of Parllameni 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three yfears from the date of this 
order. 

[No. BR-LA191/?7(15ll)i 

TltiRTo. 6 93.— IR--, pRkR RTtfPr El RRIRR ?> W 
^PPTP 1977if}''T PRI? f^ETR' RfiT % Pirr RnTlTOI PtlfTI 

4? Pet 1 9 1 PrLPn itf TERkiK 

'■ft TR Ttvr firg-, vrq- ithi ptrir qijr, tfr^rt 

srPrPrftrR RftrPpR, 19 . si tri RT PfRfif 


SPIT RTPfTT R94 pEtkrr Rif 'trr <tfrf Rf ^rP^R if 

XTR'tTR ? ; 

Rk ?R.', RERkl-p: fi, RTTE fV<T RTfi T" 'gf, 
5R 3Rt(7?T^r i? pTT Elf ERE ETIT RtE[ET»r kiT ^ rffr 
RrEf? Er W RttrSTR ’iqr f % 3rT% RTR RRER^T 
ip Plfi Elf 'RtE ERE IT RTElPlR frgf ; 

RT RR, EIE RfftpRI Vf RRT 1 O'E % R^TE if pTifRfi 
RiRPr fTETanTr Ein Ef ir ikr fEiifr err ^ Pert ei ere 
fp ET PpRl <RI Ef PrRR RET RW fVETR TfRlR % RRR 
Rff Et^ Rk ^f% % Pit fR RNR *pf RkfE R RR Ef 
EERfEr % fkfi pRf^R RlPlR EtRl S' I 

fRofR^.-ft''=Ro/l9l/77( 152 )] 

S,0. 693. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ram Naresh Singh, Village & P.O. Mchus P. S, 
Shcikhpuia, Diutrict Monghyr, Bihar, a contesting candidate 
for general election to the House of the People Bihar Legis- 
lative .'ksscmbly held in June, 1977 from 191-Sheikhpura 
constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses at all as required by the Representation of the People 
Acl, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reasoq or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Coqimission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shii 
Ram Naresh Singh to be di.squtdified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of cither House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of (Elj 
order. 

[No. BR-LA/191/77(152)] 

EToWo 6 9 4.— RR: PrifRR RflftR El RRRTR ?f RRI ^ 
Pp ^R, 1977 Sr JR j^fR fERR RRT % PTfr RIRRE pTEfRR 
^ fkfi pTEfER tr ^EIE EEf Elt? RRfhPTK 

EIEf EIRE, EIEIE/ 'k'’ tPlfipT, fkRT ,fE^ ^ 

srPrPrfiifE wfhPrER, 1951 ret etrR err Rfi pREfaro 
RE^E RW PlEfER Rif El Elf Rf EjIVRETf ^f RRER 

irk EE:, REE RiRfEEIT f, ERE ^ERt ElR RT Ef, ER 
RREBET % PriT Eff ETEE REEr ET'kfETE Rfff f^ET Rk 

PteIrR RIEfREr EJREfEIR jf REt Pf? RtE ER RREiRRI 

% Per Etf REPe ETTE EI ^RlEflkrE Rjf 

re: re, EJEE RfferPlEE Ef 5177 1 0 -E ^ R^JEER *f PtePtR 
RTeIr TE^;!!!! REE''-P Emff EIRE Ef RRR % Ppfif Rl RER E Er 
fEfif xm El f^RlR RRT REEf fEEFR EfTEE E RE7E ^ EPT 

Rk jrP E kr'T RkR Ef rttPe r eIr e 4 Er epetePr ^ 
fR7%T E'rPfE E7ET t ' 

[ro fEjr7-pEoR»/l9l/77( t53)] 

SO 694 — Whereas the Election Commis.sion is satisfied 
that Shri Kashi Yadav, Mohalla fndoy, P.O. Sheikhpura, 
District Monghyr, Bihar, a contesting candidate for general 
election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held in June, 
1977 from 191-Shejkhpura constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 
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And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Kashi Yadav to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of cither House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date "of this 
order. 

[No. BR-LA/191 /77(153)] 
21 'tiETTl', 193 0 

ftToWTo 6 95. — sfiT-' srrtrW ^ ipu | 

TNtr if ?t*tr % pEf itraTttT 

93-f5iWEn: if ^ ^ 

'jr iih^ R «ff ?rrfiT, 24 

TviRT, 'rfV^ tff4t ^rfkftr^, 1 9.st tptr 

^rr inT Prtriff ffirr fxxfxx *777 -iff ^rtt 

TTpjr^ TTtT' if WlTO'r f; 

tth, 7ET.’, BTtf ^ff »TWr<ir ftn arW qi; rff 

^ tEhTHTTr % flTfi- qrff TiRnf 
fiTTT trh:, Pr 7 fT 7 setN Tir 7 ? «ff trhhtR ^ 77 r ^ ftr 
TEt SfTTitTOT % pEf fitf 77fn=T TTOV 'FETT 7T 

nrRrfPT?7 I; 

ipf; trsr, ^ ^ tnrr io~ If *f pTTf^ 

5ir7>r ttfirarTT w «ff tnirr tfff Tipr I fV^ff 41*1^ 

Ir 7T fWf Tm Tf f^lTR ITtTT tPTlr 
^ 'urif trh: Ir fiityj tri^ 17 frrffar ^ fff7 iirf tV 

7rTmtf% % fWiT fW|tT ^IPTcT «TcTr 1 1 

[?fo 7 o 5 fo f 7 o?fo/ 93 / 77 ( 1 )] 

New Delhi, the 21st February, 1980 

S.O. 695. — ^Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Nakul Chandra Sana, P.O. & Vill. Nirman, Distt. 
24-Parganas, West Bengal, a conte.sting candidate for general 
election to the West Bengal Legislative Assembly from 93- 
Swarupnagar assembly constituency, held in June, 1977, has 
failed to lodge an account of hi.s election expenses as re- 
quired by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore. In pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Nakul Chandra Sana to bo disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either Hou.so of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. WB-LA/93/77(l)] 

VTo^tto 696f — T^f, Pialyn TT 77Ttrr7 ^ 

771 ^ PF 1977 ^ gq >TfV^iff 77W TN7 V lliq TTHTTyi 
pRlspl >f fkiq 93-F77FT W 771 7 

THlftRR ait Tfiplt t5pT tlET tTOriPttfr, 4l<6Nt TTTrjlT, 

fW 24 777171, ^ WfWPET, 19.51 dqrffd' 

jRiq Tq fipFit SRI firatTpi aipff "fd 5it^ sit Ipji 

qiRpr trI tf wu'iitT 7^ 

1267 GI/79— 3 


Wt7, 77:, ■'.Rd RnitqdR 77 7Rq7 T7 tfl 

tmf SJUTiridl 7 l flirr ipRvr FTS^tTTW 7 ^ PPTl 

sfl7, Pd^hn tdRhl W 7? iff TUltlR ^ 771 ^ ftl 77% 717 
q7 7771771 % Pdq %tf TTfRl 4777 71 TnrftHdT 7^ 

77; 77, 777 Tfilftm %t TFT l OT % tpJ777 if fTTf^ri 
MImIm q^I^^rTl 777 aft qpl4t V 77 %77f qft 777 % pFlft iff 
777 % 71 7177 %t Pquin 771 XTTTl pTOH TpTT^ % 7777 

7(1 7t7 ^ IPI tuill 4 ft TTTtTT if ift7 Tit 4ft 

TTTirfT % fTq Pdfl^d 7tl77 4R71 tt I 

[70 70 ifo fqo 70 / 93 / 77 ( 2 )] 

S.O. 696. — ^Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Sbri Nalini Ranjan Bancrjcc, Vill. Raghabkati, P.O. 
Sanrapul Dislt. 24-Parganas, a contesting candidate for gene- 
ral election to the West Bengal Legislative Assembly from 
93-Swarupnagar assembly constituency, held in June, 1977, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Nalini Ranjan Banerjee, to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of ffifa 
order. 

[No. WB-LA/93/77(2)I 

970 «t 0 697.-77:, ftTtrq WrIt 47 771717 ^ 

77T ^ ft? 4J7, 1077 if 57: fir^TT fitTR 77T % TTmt"! 
|t l7t 7 7 % f%q 1 10-tnftjT Pd T fT ?-^ it '^;7T7 77% 71%- TrtfW- 
4K «fr «:i77T7< TtTR, 7T7 7 Tto TTTqT, fw TfTTT, finjlT 
7t47 Mrflpdrww TfirfWT, 1951 77T TTR 7q f%77t HTT 

7%f917 79% f%%N7 sqtff 47 4%f tft W qifcr 4F% % 77957 

vtc 77 :, 747 TFftWR %, 7% ^‘491 f%q 71% 9T 

%t, ^7 7795771 % fttF 4%f 45477 777T 71 i ^Jl4>iU| Tjff f%7T % 
tfR fqqf^d TPfR 47 9^ %t 791017 ^ 77T t fir 77%5 qi7 
W 779577T % pTq 4%t anf'd 45477 74 RTTtfTTT 9t{l 

77: 77 , 747 7 ftif %77 4 % trrrr 1045 % 7^777 % f% 4 W»r 

7T7t7 qa^arrrr 747 «fr tbt titt 9t4R 4 % 774 % f45%t tft 

777 % 71 f47ft 4147 «Ft fTTPT 771 7771 f77T7 9f477 % 7747 
=q;% 7 t% 4fR ?fr% % f%q q7 TI^W %t 74ft^ % lft7 7% 4% 
47717f7 % feq P 74 II 7 7t[%7 45471 ^ I 

[ifo f7^-f7o 70 / 110 / 77 ( 154 )] 


S.O, 697.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Ram Sagar Podar, Village & P.O. Basantpur, Dis- 
trict Sahansa, Bihar, a contesting candidate for general elec- 
tion to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held in June, 1977 
from 1 lO-Raghopiir constituency, has failed to lodge an ac- 
count of his election expenses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Att. 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Co mm ission Is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ram Sagar Podar to be disqiialilied, for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative CouTicIT of 
a State for a period of three years from the Sate 'of this 
order. 

[No. BR-LA/110/77(154)] 


rtf 22 19S0 

WtTo Wfo 6 9 8- — tRt:, ^TPfPr 'PT dhlNM tPTT 

I ftp trrf, 1977 *r 5 T hPp Httr ^ On; tnttRvr % ftpi 

36-tiRr t ^ triflr 

ftl?, ttPI TTt, hto TTHWEtT ('RTtT^,), TErtT (f«r^) 

nfnPifyrq vifnfnHu. 19 51 rpn trfht ^rtpr bi*t+tl Tm 
^ ^ ?iei( *PT^ ^ Mh4iSf 

IRI;, TTT ^ iR vfl-, 

^ tPTT^Rrr % •tili wnryr tirntt Fiefl^TTtif fTp ^ 5^ 
prnfttr 'ft tff tEmiR ^ tpn t ^j»i% 901 
tpni^nT % Riq Ttf Tlfrp" itHTHf ip 

wtT: OT, TTO irfErfm ift HKT in^ % wrpro>r Jr fJratrq 
>RPtPr sif f't'ilT tiifl fJw ’pi' titut ^ (aitlf 'ft 

i>: TT feft Tpiir rft ftrUPT tHTT 5PRT fTCR Hpt't^ ^ 

FtVt ftf” ^ ^IT ^ 01 <lRi Jr olo 'T'J rft aiirsnts) 

% ftpr r-Hfif r <F72n I 

[ITO fW5R*fto ?ro/.26/77( 1,5)] 

New Delhi, the 22nd February, 1980 

S.O. 698. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Vinod Dhari Singh, Village, Ular, Post Office 
Lala, Bhadsara (Bharatpura), Distt, Patna (Bihar), a con- 
testing candidate for general election to the House of the 
People held in March, 1977 from 36-Arrah constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expen.ses at all 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure ’and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Vinod Dhari Singh, to be disqu.Tlined' for being cho,sen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. BR-HP/36/77(15)] 

Tio wto 699. — tEt:, fitpWp qiqd'i *fTT truTEtPr ft tit 
I fr 1977 Jr f^tiK if trrtt tETr/fimpT trttr ^ fJttr 
tritriTVT finrf^q Jt fJpr 36 -wt7t ^ tr*Jr ^ 

I V tft [Jinn 1 citEJI , v m rftr, ft o rtrTT fTT^TT ueni 

(ft^) iftp stfitfirfirnr ftaftm, 1951 rm Jitr 

fwff am tftfefT^r pjftr rnaT^n sttft atr Tlf tft Jrerr a i Rati 
arft if aram f; 

ftr TO, ^ 'dAftaait Jr, tmtr gw fftr 'Jift r: ft, 
^ wh'bHffT Jt fJrg ftf anryt fttot twtaroji rtft fftrr S: ftr 

fhftT’T WldTr TT TO fftllSI-t ft TOT ?f fe 'TRl ?TT tThl it lai 

% ftf TOfe wa UT mftlTOf hft f ; 


to: to, ttfirfrorr ft am 10 % tpjmr h ftafro 

qpfbi rnrTjm 'hto ft ftmTOTOt ft tfro faft ft tot 

% UT frft Al'r4 ft ffttPT TOTT TOTT fawin ^ TOFT 

'sn^ ftr ^ fftf m ft trrfti Jr ftr a'J ft 'mnfta' 

^ fftj Pttf^d ftftT amrr | 1 

[Tfo To/36/77( 10 )] 


S.O. 699. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Shco Narayan Das, Village Ahiyapur Mancr, P.O. 
Mancr, District Patna, Bihar, a contesfing candidate for gene- 
ral election to the House of the People held in March, 
1977 from 36-Arrah constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expen.ses at all as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reasojj or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Shco Narayan Dass, to be disqualified for being chosen 
aSj and for being a member of eithet. Hoiwe of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of tMs 
order. 

[No. BR-HP/3 6/77(16)] 

v?o Wo 700. — TO:, Trofro wiftr w ritthpt ft 
TOT ^ ft; if »nft, 1977 if jg ft^f w Jr ffti ttthtto 

IrofTT % fftr 4 2-TOTTT (tTo Wo) fTOfwT-ftlt JT 'TTTT ois*) 

tnJr TtftTOR ft ^HTW mr, tot to[, tott f|[g;wT, fwir Trotr 
(fron:) ftr sTfiiPiftro wf^fror, 1951 tot aftr wi to 
frofti sm 'ftftRT TOir froiftr srof tt ftf ft ftir TTfWT 
Wft if TOTOT 

ftr to:, TTO WftTOTT (ft TOTO gw fitg w% to ft, 

TO TOThTOT Ji fft ft? TOTOT WTOT TOftTOTT fift fTOI ^ ftr 

frofTOT TOTft TO TO ft WSTT ft TOT ^ ftr tjft W TO 

tITTOTOT Ji firg ft^ TOhr TOTOI Tr TOlftft'-q ff; 

TO: TO, TTO WfErfftET ft Hm 105T % tTpRyi if ftftTO 

TOTTr [rTOim TTO ft ftnw ttt ft ftr Jr Prft ft ’tto Jr 
TO fTOlV TTTO ft fftiR TThT tlTOT fTOPT qfRT Jr TOTOT gif 
s>i|i| ftc ft^ Jr fw] TO suJti ft totPj JT ft<T ft ft TOTlfttf 
Jr firrr [nftfjn ftftT TOW ^ 1 

[tfo ftm fto To/42/77( 17)] 

S.O. 700, — Whereas Ihc Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Kailash Ram, Village Panchu, P.S. Hissua, District, 
Nawadah (Bihar) a contesting candidate for general election 
to the House of the People held In March, 1977 from 42- 
Nawadah (SC) constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses at all as rcqtiircd by the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules m.ade (here- 
under ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, 
has not given any reason Or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Kailash Ram, to ho dis qualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 


[No. BR-HP/42/77(17)] 
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TfRfT "fTT TT3IW : iir^ 22, 198o/'^3 2, 1902 


VTo ?lTo 7 01. — IRI: VI9l'l ^ ^ WT 

^ ftr 1977 Sr JIT Hp'i’ijft ^Tfiw irV fiitiH HITT % firiT HnrrTTT 
% f^TT 9S-THTtWI# (^To STfo) ^ 

HW 8J4)«<1K ITTITT HRT, ttIH ^W^r, 

ifto ?^TTHK, fWr 24-'niRT, 'TfiRHf HtIT^, SrfHMjM 

^TftrfTPTTT, 1951 TTHT Tf^E^ oE*1iCT, PlH+ll STTT 'TTlfiSTH 

"T^t ^tl9T ^ 

jfiT:, trt;, ^ 'STfftwT: %, wntifr g^Rx qr ift 

tPTTft H'H f?TO. JfTTTTir WHT fw 

jt, tfR wntH qq Efft noiwM ^ 'fr^ 

?H >Mti 811.1 ■ni % 8^4 mieIki qrrTur ht •TrTHTfH^ir 

wh; m, ^ ^TfiifHTnT httt loqT % ir OettWh 

ITTPtil ^ ’sit 53TR ttftt qrt htw % 

'rft ^ JfT fiRft TOT fqtnq TOT KW f^tTR qfTq^ 

% TTOT ^ 'sn% *fh: ^ % fwtx w tn^TT qrr ARtU t TftH 

^ qETTmfw T fHTf^ Htftn 8 Rht | i 

[Ho qo sio-firo Ho/ 98 / 77 ] 

S.O. 701. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Sunil Kumar Nayck. Village Bedemari, P.O. Ichha- 
purabaii, Distt. 24-Parganas, West Bengal, a contesting candi- 
date for general election to the West Bengal Legislative As- 
sembly from 98-Sandeshkhali (SC) assembly constituency, 
held in June, 1977, has failed to lodge an account of hii 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure : 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sectio* lOA •f the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sunil Kumar Nayck. to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of cither House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or I.egislative CountSI 'Tyt 
a State for a period of three years irom the date of this 
order. 

[No. WB-LA/98/77] 

qtfo (Tto 702.— —HH-, frprfHH Whl^l *1^ HHTfttH ^ TTHT 
^ 197 7 if JTT fhhiH HHf' % fiqq HTBTTVt 

i ftpr 293-tOTW fqqWH-at^ t 1 OTqfhRTT '4Y 

s(M%) mvt HT^, iiTH <ffo vfWr, ’trt srtPiiTr, fqtrri 

Tftqr sftTfHftpq vfell-tHH, 1951 HHT H^EIh uniq 

qq fwft' BRT w^tfwr wq^ armf *57 tfl qiftPT 

qR^ Jj XfTTqtTT 

tftr HHr, HHH HthYbhR 0^94^ '^■qhT fqt', TT tit, 

(OTfiTtHT ift ftiq qft^ qtRTq wtRT HT'^ilwr nff fen | wk 
fqqWH tnukr qq <ft hhoth ft w ^ hh% qm w 
dTiqOTTT fttq ftf qqft^ qqrvi ht Htm'lfqtq h^ 

wn; tTH, ^qtt HfuftHTr q5t hto icw ^ it fqqHH 

npfiH qqfffFT ^ ■«Tt qtRqft hr Hitit itt htr ^ fqqft vfV 
HOT ^ HT fitiTfr TOT q?) fOTlH TOT HOTT ftnR qfOT\ TRTH 
^ sn^ wk flit ^ OT qn^ vt hrIw & tthr qit qqTrr- 
qfer fHT%r HtfilTr qRTTT | I 

[Tfo fitfR-fqo Tro/203/77( 156)] 

S.O. 702. — ^Whereas the ]lcction Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Janki Nath Majhi, Village Kashidih, P. O. Ch.iuka, 
P. S. Chandil, District Singhbhum, Bihar a contesting can- 


didate for general election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly 
held in June, 1977 from 293-Tchagarh constituency, has failed 
to lodge an iiccount of his election expenaes at all as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the 
Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Janki Nath Majhi to be distjualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament 
or of the I-cgislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. BR-LA/293/77(156)] 


qtl“ WTo 703: — OT:, fWtOT HTHIH OT HHPTTH ^ OTT 
t ftt 1977 ij JU ftfR fOTTH TTHT % fHrr hOTTW fOT^OT 

% 293-OTT>H fOTWH-t^ Tt '^HTH HRfiqqR 

■qf ■q'sv’lttR HT, TiTH grnqR^T fiiqkfV, qf o tfhftxjVrr, f^OT flqnTff, 

ttHt qftirdfiOT HftrfOTH, 1 9 s i OTT orakf OTPl qu 

ITTT H^ftSTH Hq^ fkrfHH Hjrft ^ iTl^ irff qtfqjTr qR^ if 
HTPSTT T^ 

qflT OT:, hot HnffOTR if, H^T TOTT ^OTT fOT tqT% qT Tff, 
OT HTTROTT ^ qift HtRiq HHTT Tqc^VqRTT [OTT pf xflT 

(otImh HPfPr qtr Tif tththot ft ott I fqt htt^ qrn ?h 
HTrqiOTT % qft^ quiTt qtrr'T nr Rntfri^w 

Her: HH, HOT HftlOTH HTTt lOft % H^rtTH if firffOT 
HpftH qetfffTTT HOT Ht HVjypBT RT TITR ^ fqtTft Tfr TtOT 
HT fOTft TOT qit IotOT tot HOTT fqHTH qfOT^ ^ TTOT ^ 
5n% rflT flit % fTpr BTJ nm # Tnrfts ^ TttH qi' q?t qqmqfw 
«. fTTfipr HtfiOT qROT ^ I 

[Tfo fqfR-fqo Tfo/293/77( 15 7)] 

S.O. 703. — ^Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Chandra Shekhar Jha, Village Subhakarpur, Tikauli, 
P. O. Tisiauta, District Vaishali, Bihar a contesting candidate 
for general election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held 
in June, 1977 from 293-Ichagarh constituency, has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses at all as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made t^reundcr ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now. therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Chandra Shekhar Jha to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the l.egiBl«tivc Assembly or Legisiativ© Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. BR-LA/293/77(157)] 
New Delhi, the 10th March, 1980 

S.O. 704 In pursuance of Section 106 of the RepresM- 

tation of the People Act, 1951 [43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgment dated the 11th 
December, 1979 of the High Couit of Ju..1icature at Allahabad, 
Lucknow Bench in Election Petition No, 2 of 1978. 
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IN THE HON'BEE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 
ALLAHABAD, LUCJ^NOW BENCH, LUCRNOW 

Election Petition No. 2 of 1978 

Km. Sharada Devi Petitioner. 

Versus 

Sri Krishna Chandra Pant and others .... Opp, Parties. 

Petition Under Section 31 of the Rcpre.sentalion of 

People Act, 1951. 

Counsel for Petitioner.— Shri Lallee Singh. 

Counsel for Opp. Partic.s. — Sri Bishim Singh, Sri R. P. 

Singh and Sri Vishal Singh. 

Lucknow Dated : — 11-12'1979. 

Hon’ble T. S. MIsra, J. 

By a notiiication published in Accordance with Section 12 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (Hereinafter 
called 'the Act’) the elected members of the U.P. Legi.slativo 
Assembly were called upon to elect eleven members to tho 
Council of State. The petitioner Kra, Shurddha Devi and 
tho opposite parties contested that election. The poll was 
also held on 28-3-1978 and the counting of votes was also 
done on tho same day under tho supervision of the Secretary 
of the U.P. Legislative Assembly who wtis Returning Olllcer. 
After the counting of votes the opposite parlies 1 to 11 were 
declared elected. The petitioner was, however, not elected. 
She has challenged the election of the opposite party No. 1 
in this Writ Petition on the following grounds namely : 

1. The result of the election has been materially affected by 
improper rejection of valid votes and improper acceptance 
of invalid votes; 

2. On a correct and proper counting of votes the petitioner 
will be found to have received larger value of votes than 
the opposite parly No. 1. 

3. The result of the election has been materially affected 
due to non-compliance of the provisions of Representation 
of Peoples Act, 1951 and the conduct of Election Rules, 
1961, 

Tho facts set out by the petitioner in support of these 
grounds are these: The total number of vote.s' polled“at 
the election was 421. The Returning Officer, however, re- 
jected 11 ballot papers and treated the remaining 410 ballot 
papers as containing valid votes. The Returning Officer cal- 
culated the requisite quota to be of the value of 3417 and 
since the opposite parties 2 to II had received more than 
the value of quota the real contest remained between the 
petitioner and the opposite party No, 1 for the remaining 
eleventh seat. At the time of counting of votes serveal 
candidates, their election agents and counting agents were 
present. The Returning Officer wa.v not first of all prepared 
to show to the aforesaid persons the ballot paper# which he 
was going to reject. He only told them that the ballot papers 
had such marks or cuttings by which the voter could bo 
, identified. When the candidates and their agents insisted 
for inspection of such ballot papers being shown to them 
before being rejected, the Returning Officer very reluctantly 
showed only four of these ballot papers. He had not allowed 
the other ballot papers to be inspected by the candidates but 
told that they were also liable to bo rejected cm the gi ound that 
they bore similar marks. The opi>o.sitc party No. I had 
received only 25 first preference voles having value of 25,00. 
He could not bo declared elected in the first round of 
counting as he had not obtained the requisite quota of 3417 
value. The petitioner had obt.alned two first preference votes 
but as the subsequent trend of counting showed she continued 
to get larger number of surplus value of votes. The petitioner 
has further alleged in her petition that out of her ballot 
papers illegally rejected by the Rctuining Officer, one ballot 
aper contained a first preference vote in her favour. 1'hls 
allot paper was wrongly rejeclcd by the Returning Officer 
on the ground that it contained over writing in respect of 
10th preference vote marked therein. Similarly another ballot 
paper was rejected by the Returning Officer on ihc ground 
that the figure ‘4’ indicating fourth perference therein was 
marked within bracket. 'I his ballot paper had lecorJed first 
preference in favour of opposite party No. 4 Sri KaJraj. Tlio 
returning officer treated the said bracket as a mark by which 
tho voter could bo identified and hence he rejected it. This 


rejection, according to the petitioner, was illegal and in con- 
iravciUion of Rule 73(2xdJ of the Conduct of Election Rules, 
1961. At any rate the ballot paper was valid upto 3rd pre- 
ference. F’ui'lher one ballot paper containing first preference 
vote for opiioslte party Sri Surendra Mohan was illegally 
rejected by the returning officer on the ground that the voter 
had given first preference vote at two places whereas in 
fact the voter had given first preference vote only to Sri 
Surendra Mohan and had given 11th preference vote to ano- 
ther candidae by making the numerical Jl, but there was 
overwriting in one of the niimericals which formed the 
figure II. The Returning Officer wrongly said that the over- 
writing in the numerical T’ comprised in the numerical il 
was to be ignored and thus erred in holding this 11th pre- 
ference vole as a first preference vote for a second candidate 
also. Further the Returning Officer also invalidated two 
other ballot papers on the ground that there were overwrit- 
ing in respect of th and 9th preference votes respectively, 
These ballot papers did not contain any mark or writing by 
which the voter could be identified. It is alleged that the 
action of the Returning Officer in not showing the remaining 
seven bafiot papers to the candidates or tho counting agents 
or election agents before rejecting the same was illegal and 
arbitrary. Objections against rejection of aforesaid ballot 
papers were filed in wnting before the Returning Officer but 
to no effect. At any rate the Returning Officer should have 
in the alternative at least accepted those ballot papers to be 
Valid in respect of preferences prior to the preference which 
contained the alleged mark or cutting. Further it is averred 
in paragraph 20 of the peliiion that in one of the ballot 
papers which lecordcd a first preference vote In favour of 
op|K)site party Sri Kamla Pali the fifth preference was marked 
twice and there was an overwriting too therein but the 
Returning Officer treated the same as valid ballot paper in 
favour of respondent Sri Kamlapati though all the afoiesaid 
eleven ballot papers under similar circumstances were rejected. 
This ballot paper had also recorded a preference In favour 
of the opposite party No. 1 and at the time of distribution 
of surplus votes of opposite party Sri Kamlapati the value 
of thii, ballot paper was added to the credit of opposite party 
No. 1 Sii Krishna Chandra Pant. If this ballot paper was 
excluded from the count, the value of the votes received by 
opposite party No. 1 would have been reduced. Hence il 
is contained that but for the impioper rejection of valid 
votes' and improper acceptance of invalid votes the petitioner 
would have succeeded at the election. 


Notices were issued to the opposite parties. The petition 
has been opposed by the respondent No. 1 who has filed his 
written statement. The other opposite parties did not put 
in appearance and did not file their written statements. The 
case has proceeded ex parte against them. 


The opposite party No. 1 in his written statement has aUeg- 
od that the petitioner has. incorrectly quoted Rule 27A 
of Part VI of the Conduct of Election' Rules a.s applicable to 
this case, in fact the correct Rules, according to opposite 
pairty No, 1, about the method of voting is Rule 37A. At 
the time of counting and declaration of result tho Deputy 
Election Commissioner, Delhi and Joint Chief Electoral Offi- 
cer, U.P. were also present, Tho opposite party No, 1 has 
denied that there wa.s any improper acceptance of any inva- 
lid votc.s or improper rejection of any valid votes or the 
result of the election has been materially affected at all. 
According to him the petition is defective Inasmuch as it 
does not contain a concise statement of material facts. The 
quota calculated was to be of Ihe value of 3217. The op- 
posite parties 2 to 11 received more than the quota, hence 
they were declared elected. The Returning Officer thereafter 
proceeded under Rule 79 of the Conduct of Election Rules 
and found that the oppo.sltc parly No. 1 got twenty five 
lir.sl preference votes — the value thereof being 2500,. The 
petitioner received only two fi'st preference votes and their 
value wa.s 200. The Returning Officer then proceeded to 
transfer the surplus votes of the candidates who received tho 
highest number of votes in the first count. In the second 
round none got the requisite quota and so also upto the 
thirteenth round. In the fourteenth count the answering 
opixisite paily was declared elected as the value of his halloi 
papers (votes) exceeded the value of his ballot papers (votes) 
of all other enuntinuing candidate.s together with Ihc surplus 
votes not transferred. The value of the ballot papers (votes) 
of the answering opposite party came to 3322 and the value 
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of the ballot papCJS (votes of the petitioticr to 3073. Opposite 
party No. 1 nas denied that the Koluining Ullker ■wa.s not 
first of aU prepared to show the persons present in tho 
counting hall the ballot papers which he was goiJig to reject, 
Actually he showed the ballot papers and also explained the 
reasons for rejection. On a request lor inspection at a 
closer range, the Returning Officer through one of his Assis- 
tant on counting duty urriuiged a closer inspection and the 
AMistant moved from table to table and showed the injected 
papers to whoever so requested. It is also not true that the 
Returning Officer did not allow the rejected ballot papers 
to be inspected. Iho ballot papeis 'were rightly rejected 
under Rule 73(2) of the Conduct of Klection Rules. In reply 
lo paragraph 14 of the petition, it has been averred that in 
the rejected ballot papers, there were no ballot papers in 
which the petitioner received a first preference vote. In reply 
lo paragraph 15 it is stated that the Returning Officer had 
dectared that he was rejecting a certain ballot paper because 
figure ‘4’ was put in with an unusual and absolutely unneces- 
sary ipark. 1 he pelilioncr was not pj esent in the hall and 
none objected on her behalf. The opposite party No. 1 in 
reply to pargarph 17 of the petilion has alleged that it was 
incorrect that the Returning Officer has mis-read figure ‘11’ 
as T’, The petitioner should have given particulais of the 
ballot paper under reference. The calculation of votes in the 
manner in which tho petitioner has assessed i.s wrong in reply 
to paragraph 18 of the petition, it is alleged that tho Return- 
ing Officer while acting under Rule 73(2) rcgihtly and lawfully 
rejected the ballot papers which were not marked according 
to rules. The petitioners admits overwriting on ballot 
papers, such overwriting was not permitted under the Rules. 
So far as paragraph 20 of the petition, it is alleged by tho 
opposite party No. 1 that the averments of the said paragraph 
of the petition have been connected for the purposes of the 
election petition. In fact no objection was raised in this 
regard at the time of counting. The opposite paity No. f 
has also raised certain technical objections in his written 
statement. According to him the petition is vague and lacks 
in material facts and particulars and the copy of the petition 
served on him bears only one signatures at page 14. Ac- 
cording to opposite parly No. 1 the copy of the petition 
should have borne the full signature of tho petitioner on 
each and every page. The vciilication of the petition is also 
not in accordance with the law. The petilion does not dis- 
close any cause of action. It was a multiple election whereas 
the election of the oppo.site party No. 1 has been challenged, 
hence the votes cannot be scrutinised. 

Sri Lalloo Singh, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of 
the petitioner made statement on October, 1978 that the 
result of the election had been materially alfccted due to 
non-compliance or provisions of sub-RuIe (2)(d) of Rule 73 
of the conduct of Election Rules and Rule 76 of the said 
Rules. 

On the pleadings ol the parties the following issues were 
framed — 

1. Whether the r&sult of the election has been materially 
affected by the improper rejection of valid vote.s and im- 
proper acceptance of invalid votes V 

2. Whether tho result of the election has been materially 
affected due to non-compliance of the provisions of snb-rule 
(2Xd) of Rule 73 and Rule 76 of the Conduct of Election 
Rules 7 

3. Whether the petition does not give a concise statement 
of material facts as required by Section 83 of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act ? If so, its effect 7 

4. (a) Whether the Returning Officer did not show (ho 
ballot papers to the candidates or their election agents and 
counting agents before rejecting the same 7 

fb) Whether the Returning Officer did not explain the 
reasons for rejection of the ballot papers 7 

5. Whether the allegatioas made in paragraph 12. 14, 17, 
and 19 of the petilion are vague and liable lo be .struck 
out? 

6. Whether any objection .ag.ainst the rejection of the ballot 
papers was filed in writing by or on belialf of the petitioner 
befor* the Returning Officer 7 


7. Whether a true copy of the election petilion duly signed 
by the petitioner has not been served on the opposite party 
No. 1 7 If so its effect ? 

8. Whether the verification of election petition is in ac- 
cordance with Law ? 

9. Whether the election of the opposite party No. 1 can- 
not he challenged without challenging the election of other 
candidates who had sought eleclion and were declared suc- 
cessful in the same election and whether the voles cannot bo 
scrutinised on that ground 7 

10. Whether the election of the opposite party No. 1 is 
liable to be set aside 7 

11. What relief is the petition entitled to 7 
issue Nos. 3 and 5 i 

These two issues were treated as preliminary Issues. The 
findings on these issues were accordingly recorded by me on 
9th January. 1979. The said issues were found in the 
negative, bindings on those issues shall form part of this 
judgment. 

I now proceed to record my findings on the remaining 
issues — ■ 

Issocs Nos. 1 and 2 : 

The petitioner has alleged that the result of the election 
had been materially jiffected by improper rejection of valid 
votes and improper acceptance of invalid vates. Section lOt) 
of the Rcpiesent.atlon of the people Act, 1951 (hereinafter 
called “the Acl’l provides that .subject to the provisions of 
sub-section (2) thereof, if the High Court is of opinion that 
the result of election in so far as it concerns a returned 
candidate has been materially affected by the Improper recep- 
tion, refusal or rejection of any vole or the reception of any 
vote which is void or by any non-compliance with the pro- 
visions of the Con.stitulion or of the Act or of any Rules 
or Orders made under the Act, (he High Court shall declare 
Ihc election of the Returned candidate to be void. The 
ground on which the election of opposite party No. 1 has 
been impugned by the election petitioner is therefore, to bo 
considered in the light of the provisions of Section 10tXl)(d) 
(ill) of the Act. The scope of inquiry under section lOIXl) 
(d)(iii) of the Act Is to determine whether the re.sult of the 
eleclion in so far as it concerned lo a retuined candidate 
has been materially affected by an Improper reception or 
improper rejection of any vote, On thi.s inquiry the onus 
Ls on the petitioner to show that by reasons of the infirmities 
.specified in Section 100(l)(d)fiii) the result of the returned 
candidate has been malciially affected. It is equally well 
settled that the burden Is upon the eleclion petitioner to show 
affirmatively that the result of the election has been materially 
affected due to non-compliance with the provisions of the Act 
or Rules framed thereunder. The Court has to see whether 
the burden has been succssfully discharged by the election 
pelilioncr by demonstrating to the Court cither positively or 
even reasonably that the poll would have gone against the 
returned candidate if the breach of the rules had not occur- 
red (see 1969 Supreme Court, 663) Paokari Haoklp Vs. 
Rishang and others. Construing the words ‘the result of 
the election has been materially .affected’, the Supreme Court 
in A.I.R. 1954, 513 (Vashist Narain Sharma Vs. Deo Chandra 
.and others) has observed that the result should not be judged 
by the mere increase or dcciease in the total number of votes 
secured by the returned candidate but by the proof of the 
fact th.at the wasted votes would have been distributed in such 
a manner between the contesting candidates as would have 
brought about the defeat of the returned candidate. It can- 
not lie held that the mere fact that wasted voles arc greater 
than the margin of votes between the returned candidate 
.and the candidate securing the nc\t highest number of votes 
must lead to the necessary inference that the result of the 
election has been materially affected. That Is a matter which 
has to he proved and the onus of proving it lies on the 
petitioner. Should the petitioner fail to adduce satisfactory 
evidence to enable the court to find in his favour on this 
point the invitable result would he that the court would not 
infer in his favour and would allow the election to stand. 
It has, Iheieforc, lo be ^jeen (il whether there was improper 
rejection of any valid voles, (ii) whether there was improper 
acceptance of any invalid voles and (iii) whether the result 
of the election had been matcri.ally affected by the same. 
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So far as the improper acceptance of any invalid votes is 
concerned, the averments made on behalf of Ihc petitioner 
is to be found in para 20 of the petition which lUiis as 
follows ; — ' 

■‘That in one of the ballot papers which recorded a first 
preference vote in ravour of respondent Sri Kamla- 
pati, the fifth preference was marked twice and 
there was a over-writing too therein, but fhe Return- 
ing Officer treated the same as a valid ballot paper 
in favour of respondent Sri Kamiapati though all 
the afoi'csuid eleven ballot papers under similar cir- 
cumstances were i ejected. This ballot paper had 
also recorded a preference in favour of the respon- 
dent No. 1 and at the time of dislribiilion of surplus 
votes of respondent Sri Kamiapati the value of this 
ballot paper was added to the credit of respondent 
No. 1, Sri Krishna Chandra Pant. Jf this ballot 
paper was excluded from the count the value of the 
votes received by the respondent No. 1 would have 
been reduced.” 

There is no other avennent in the petition with regard to 
improper acccptiuice of invalid voles by the Returning Officer 
The said averment in paragraph 20 of the petition was denied 
by the opposite party No. 1 in paragraph 20 of his written 
Statement which reads as under : — 

“That the contents of this paragraph arc entirely false. 
It has been concocted for the purposes of this 
Election Petition. In fact, no objection was raised 
in this regard at the time of counting. It is .specu- 
lative and in the nature of a fishing and reving 
enquiry.” 

The burden, therefore, lay on Uic petitioner to prove that 
Ihe Reluming Officer had impropctly accepted invalid votes 
as valid voles, Tn my view she has failed to discharge that 
burden. The petitioner has not given any detail of the 
alleged ballot paper said to have been improperly accepted. 
That apai't, no witness examined on behalf of the petilionoi 
has deposed to the facts stated in paragraph 21) of the petition. 
Sri Shakir Ali Siddiqi was the counting agent of the Petitioner 
and Sri Kalap Nath Singh was the Election Agent of the 
petitioner. Both of them vvere present in the hall at the 
time of the counting of votes. The petitioner has examined 
both of them namely, Sri Sh.ikir Ali Siddiqi as PW, I and 
Sri Kalap Nalh Singh as P.W. 3, but neither of them has 
stated anything in support of the averments made in para- 
graph 20 of the petition. Sri Shakir Ali SulOiqi had also 
filed an objection before the Returning Officer when the 
counting of votes was going on. That Ohjectiorv is Ex. 1. 
But that too is significantly silent with regard to the facts 
stated in paragraph 20 of the petition. The petitioner has 
not examined herself in the case. Sri Udit Narain Sharnia 
(,P,W. 2) who was also present at time of counting of votes 
has also not stated any thing in his deposition about the 
averments made in paragraph 20 of the petition. On the 
other hand Habibul Rahman Nomani (R.W. 1) has stated in 
his deposition that no candidate or counting agent raised any 
objection to the ellect thai any vote had been wrongly accept- 
ed as valid vote. Sri Deo Bahadur Singh (R.W, 2) has also 
made a similar statement in her deposilioii. It has thus not 
been proved that the Returning Officer had improperly ac- 
cepted any invalid vote as valid vote. Sri S. P. Singh the 
Returning Officer (R.W. 3) stated that all objections raised 
before him pertained to only 11 ballot papers which were 
rejected. In other words, no objection was raised with regard 
to those ballot papers which were accepted. Hence in view 
of sub-clause (6) of Rule 56 of the Conduct of Election 
Rules, 1961 if had to be assumed that every ballot papei 
which was not rejected constituted a valid vote. There is. 
therefore, no substance in the contention that any vote was 
improperly received as alleged. 

Now remains the question a? to whether there had been 
an improper rejection of any valid votes by the Returning 
Officer. Tt is a common case that the Returning Officer had 
rejected 11 ballot papers under Sub-Rule (2) of Rule 73 of 
the Conduct of Fled ion Rules. The case of the petitioner is 
that the Returning Officer showed only four rejected ballot 
papers to the candidate.^ who weie present in the hall and to 
the counting agent.s and Election Agents of the Candidates 


and did not show the remaining seven ballot papers. She 
has thus not given any particulars of ihc seven ballot papers, 
which according to her were also improperly and wrongly 
rejected. But she has tried to give particulars of the remain- 
ing four ballot papers in paragraphs 14, 15, 17 and 18. Sri 
Shakir Ali Siddiqui was appointed by the petitioner as her 
Counting Agent. He has present in the hall where he count- 
ing of votes took place. He filed a written objection on 
behalf of the petitioner. Ex. 1 is a certified copy of that 
objection. In that objection Shakir Ali Siddiqui pointed out 
that the Returning Officer bad rejected 11 ballot papers 
mostly on the ground that some cuttings had been made which 
may be identity marks, that the process of preferential voting 
indicates that the voter should give his pi'ctci cnees in figures 
and that most of the ballot papers were clearly ffiaving nume- 
rical marks upto No, 10 and thereafter there is over-writing 
or some cuttings. It was thus admitted on behalf of the 
petitioner even in the objection Ex. 1 that in most of the 
ballot papers which hud been rejected then was “writing or 
some cutting”. In his deposition also Sri Shakir Ali Siddiqui 
admitted that he had sufficient opportunity to see 4 or 5 
disputed ballot papers; that one of the ballot papers which 
was rejected and shown to him contains the mark of No. 1 
against the name of Km. Sraddha Devi; that in the said 
rejected ballot papers which were shown to him he had 
noticed that the marking against K. Sraddha Devi was correct 
and not disfigured but the marking of preference against the 
name of some other candidate in the same ballot paper was 
disfigured; that he did not ask the returning officer at any 
stage of the process of counting of votes to recount the 
votee. in his cross-examination Sri Shakir Ali Siddiqui admit- 
ted that he had no other objection with regard to the count- 
ing of votes and the validity of the ballot papers and the 
votes except those which he had- taken In his objection Ex. 1. 
He also admitted that he did not slate in his objection Ex. 1 
that one of the rejected ballot papers had the mark of first 
preference against his candidate Km. Sraddha Devi and that 
the same had also been :lleg,ally rejected. He did not rc- 
colfect as to whether he had ever informed Km. Sraddha 
Devi that out of 1 1 ballot papers, there was one ballot paper 
which had the maik of first preference against the name of 
K. Sraddha Devi and that the .said mark was not disfigured. 

Sri Kalap Nath Singh (P.W, 3) stated that the Returning 
Officer hud shown 4 or 5 ballot papers to the counting agent 
and he did not show the remaining ballot papers which were 
rejected, that the Returning Officer was of the view that due 
to cuttings made in the marks put on the rejected ballot 
papers the identity of the voter could be ascertained, that in 
one or two rejected bafiot papers Sri Kalap Nath Singh had 
noticed that mark of third or fourth preference had been 
put against the name of Km. Sraddha Devi. He told Km. 
Sraddha Devi that ho had seen the mark of tenth preference 
in one or two rejected ball.jt papers. The statement of Sri 
Kalap Nath Singh does not improve the statement of Shri 
Shakir Ali Siddiqui (P.W. 1). 

Sri Udit Narain Sharma (P.W. 2) was also present in the 
counting hall at the time of the counting of votes on 28th 
March, 1979. He was there as Election Agent of Sri Surendra 
Mohan, who had also sought election. He had filed one objec- 
tion before the Returning Officer on behalf of Sri Surendra 
Mohan. Ex. 3 is a copy of that objection. In that objection 
Sri Udit Narain Sharma clearly slated that in one of the two 
ballot papers which he had seen the figure T had been 
written twice, hence it was invalid but in the other ballot 
paper the figure T’ waa written at only one place whereas 
at the other place in the said ballot paper the figure ‘11’ 
was written in Hindi and that it was neither cut nor over 
written, hence that ballot paper was valid and at any rate 
it could be coimled upto lOtb preference. Significantly Sri 
Udit Narain Sh.arma did not raise any objection with regard 
to any other ballot paper which had been rejected, and even 
with regard to the two Iiallot papers which he had referred 
to in his objection he was quite dear that one of them was 
invalid but with regard to the other he was of the view 
that either it was valid or it could he read upto 10th pre- 
ference because the 11th prefeiencc according to him was 
written in H ndi. The evidence of Sri Udit Narain Sharma, 
is, therefore, of no probative value. 

Sri 1 akshmi Sahai Saxena who was present in the Hall 
at the time of the counting of votcj as Counting Agent of 
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SurenJi'ii Singh had also filed an objeclion, a copy of which 
is Fx. 2, He staled in his objection IhnI wliile picliminary 
counting of ballot papers was going on it was discussed lhal 
in nine ballot papers there were some cuttings, in some at 
preference No. 8, in some at preference No, 9, and in some 
at preference No, 10, In another ballot paper figure *4’ was 
written in bracket. In yet another ballot paper the voter- 
had recorded his 11th preference also but the Returning 

Officer had rejected the same on the ground that it recorded 
two first preference of voles. All the said ballot papers, 
according to Sri Lakshml Sahai Saxena, were valid mul the 
ground that the voters could be identified by the cutting is 
wholly untenable. He, therefore, requested the Returning 

Officer that he should treat the said ballot papers a.s valid 
ballot papers and in any case, partly valid preference. The 
Returning Officer had rejected all the objection^ contained 
in Fxs. 1, 2, and 3. One thing is obvious from the objection 
of Lakshmi Sahai Saxena that he had the opportunity of 

seeing all the 1 1 rejected ballot papers and he had found 

that in nine ballot papers there were some cuttings and that 
in the 10th ballot paper figure '4’ was written in bracket. 
With regard to the I lib ballot paper, the Returning Officer 
was of the view that 11 had recoi-dcd two first preferwices. 

As against the above evidence the opposite parly No. 1 
has examined four witnesses, Sii Habibul Rahman Nomani 
(RW 1) Sri Deo Bahadur Singh (R.W. 2) Sri P, K. Misra 
(R.W. 3) and Sri Safya Priya Singh fP.IV. 4). Sri Habibul 
Rahman Nomani was appointed by Sml. Manohra one of 
the candidates as her counting Agent. He was present in 
the hall at the time of the counting of votes. According 
to him all the 11 rejected ballot papers were shown to all the 
candidates, their Counting Agents and Election Agents who 
were present in the counting hall. He had also seen those 
11 rejected ballot papers. He, however, did not recollect 
at the time of deposition whether any of the 11 rejected ballot 
papers of first preference vote was given to Km. Sraddha 
Devi, but he did depose that out of the 11 rejected ballot 
pafiers, there was one ballot paper in which first preference 
mark was noted against the name of Smt, Manohra. and 
another first preference mark was noted against the name 
of one more candidate and that is why it was declared invalid. 
He did not know what perference mark was noted against the 
name of Km, Sraddha Devi in the said ballot paper, 

Sri Deo B.ihadiir Singh (R.W. 2) admitted that objections 
were raised with regard to the validity of the 1 1 ballot papers 
which had been rejected. He stated that Sri Kesari Nath 
Tripathi, who was present at the time of the counting of 
voles had also cited a ruling in support of his arguments 
regarding the validity of the said ballot papers. The Uelnrnin..; 
Officer held all the objections. He also sent for a book 
from his Library and went throupb it and after considering 
all the arguments and the obiectlon.s raised orally, he passed 
his order rejecting the said -eleven ballot papc'.r. He end- 
orsed his order on the said b.iilot papers giving reasons 
there for. There after acror.ling to Sri Deo Bahadur Singh 
every person presenl in the counting hall was satisfied and 
the counting started -in i the result was finally declared. 
According to this witness -Jhc Retiiining Officer showed Iho 
ballot pape-s on the asking of Sri Kesari Nath Tripathi and 
poinfe-l out Ih.at the markings thereon were of such a nature 
th:i[ the identity of the voter could be ascertained. 

Sri Snlya Priya Singh (R.W. 4) who was the Returning 
Officer was also examined in the case as a witnesses on behalf 
of opposite pajity No. 1, He deposed that eleven ballot 
papers were found- to be defective. They were shown to 
the candidates, Counting Agenls, and Election Agents who 
were sitting in front of him in the room. After seeing (he 
ballot papers certain persons raised a few objections, (he 
arguments for and against Were heard and after hearing the 
arguments he rejected the said eleven ballot papers. Accord- 
ing to the wifnes.s he made endorsements of his decision on 
each of the aforc.said eleven ballot papers. He was emphatic 
that if was incorrcc) (hat be had shown only 4 nr 5 defective 
ballot papers to the persons concerned. He had rejected 
11 ballot papers under Rule 73 of the Conduct of Election 
Rules. According (n this witness (be main cbjrclion was 
that (he marks ontibnllof papers were not identification marks 
and the . objection ncrf.-ilned to only eleven ballot papers 
which were disputed and did not relate to any other ballot 
paper. 


An analysis of the evidence both documentary and oral thus 
makes it quite manifest that the eleven ballot papers were 
rejected under Rule 73 of the Election Rules. I he peti- 
tioner’s contention is Ih'at only lour ballot papers were shown 
and she has tried to give particulars of those ballot papers. 
Obviously she did not give any particulars of the remaining 
seven ballot papers. She applied for inspection of all the 
eleven ballot papers. However, vide my order dated 2nd 
May, 1979, inspection of four rejected ballot papers referred 
to in the election petition was allowed. The Returning 
Officer was directed to send Ihc sealed packet of the rejected 
ballot papers to the Joint Rcgi.strur of thus Court and the 
Joint Reg'strar was directed that he shall open the afojesaid 
sealed packet of the rejected ballot papers, allow the petitioner 
and opposite party No. 1 or their counsel to see the face 
of the ballot papers and imspect the four rejected ballot papers 
referred to in the election petition, but the Joint Registrar was 
not to permit the rejected ballot papers to go out of his 
hand. He was directed not to permit the petitioner or oppo- 
site party No. 1 or their counsel to handle the ballot papers, 
The Joint Registrar was to open the packet containing the 
rejected ballot papers in presence of the petitioner or her 
counsel and opposite party No. 1 or his counsel. From the 
report of the Joint Registrar dated 12-1(1-70 it appears that 
there was no ballot in Iho packet of rejected ballot papers 
answering the specification mentioned in para 14 of the Elec- 
tion Petition. Similarly no rejected ballot paper as specified 
in para 15 of the Election Petition was found out m that 
packet. Thus no ballot paper answering the specification 
given In paragraphs 14 and 15 of the election petition was 
found to exist in the sealed envelope. There was, however, 
a ballot paper answering the specification given in para 17 of 
the Election Petition. There was also another ballot paper 
answering (he specification mentioned in para 18 of the 
Election Petition. Both the aforesaid ballot papers were, 
therefore, allowed to bo inspected. These two ballot papers 
were kept by the Joint Registrar in one sealed cover and the 
remaining nine rejected ballot papers are kept by him in 
another sealed cover in Ihc presence of the counsel for lha 
parties. Subsequently the petitioner filed an application No. 
24 (E) dated 28-11-1979 alleging that though the Court had 
allowed the inspection of ballot papers, the Joint Rcgi.strar 
gave only two ballot papers for inspection. It was, therefore 
urged by Shri l.alloo Singh, /Advocate, the learned Counsel 
foi the petitioner that the Court may it.self re-open the packets 
c- •( lining the rejected ballot papers and verify the correct- 
n .s of th.' report of the loint Registrar. The learned 
e.nmsel for Ihc opposite party No. 1 raised no objection to 
It. Con-^cquently, the packets, containing the lejecled ballot 
papers were got opened by me in the presence of the learned 
counsel for the petitioner and the opposite party No. 1. Ona 
packet contained two rejected ballot papers the inspection of 
which had been made by Ihe learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner and the opposite party No. 1 in the presence of the 
Joint Registrar. The other laackct contained the remaining 
nine rejected ballot papers. It was found that the packet 
containing the nine rejected ballot papers did not have any 
such ballot papers which would answer the specifications and 
particulars given in paras 14 and 15 of the election petition 
and the report of the Joint Regislrar in that behalf k correct. 
It also turned out that in one ballot paper, the inspection of 
which wa.s made by the learned counsel for the parties, the 
first preference was noted against the name of Sri Surendra 
Mohan and the figure T in Hindi was also set against the 
name of Shri J. P. Singh, There was also some mutilated 
figure written towards the left of the Hindi figiifc ‘2’ set 
agaimst the name of Shri J. P. Singh. The learned counsel 
for the petitioner urged that the said left digit was also the 
fi,gnre T consisting the figure ‘IF. T do not agree. The 
figure on the left was found to be over written in such a 
manner that it cannot be -'.aid with any definitness that it 
constituted figure eleven. It could be said that the said left 
figure was scored out and the Voter marked the figure 
‘2’ in Hindi acalnst the name of Sri J. P. Singh as well. In 
these cirrnmslances the said ballot paper was rightly reiected 
bv the Rt-lurning Officer iind^r Rule 73(2)(b) of the Rules, 
The other reiected ballot paper, (he Inspection of which was 
made bv (be learned counsel for the partle.s, was also rightly 
rejected Under rule 73(2) rb), of the Act inasmuch as there 
was over writing on figure ‘8’ in such a- manner that the elec- 
tor rriiiUI he identified. The petitioner has thus failed to 
make out that the Returning OlTreer had impronctly reiected 
any valid ballot paper. The petitioner has also failed to 
make out that the result of the election has been materially 
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affected by the rejection of a valid vote as invalid and by 
the imprnjipi- acceptance of aU invalid vole as a valid vote. 
The learned counsel for the petitioner conceded even it 
the two rejected ballot papers of which inspection was made 
by him were treated as valid votes, the Result of the election 
so far as the returned candidate opposite party No. 1 was 
concerned, will not be materially affected and that the peti- 
tioner would require sldl some more votes to win. The 
petitioner could not show as to how Rule 76 was not com- 
plied with by the Returning Officer. 

For the reasons in the foregoing it is held that there was 
no improper rejection of any valid vote nor was there im- 
proper acceptance of any invidid vote. It is also held that 
the order of the Retnrnlng Officer in rejecting the ballot 
papers as in valid was in accordance with sub-rule (2) of 
Rule 73. Both the issues are, therefore, decided in the nega- 
tive against the petitioner. 

Issue No. 6 : 

This issue has to be decided in positive. ,Shri Shakir Ali 
Siddiqui was the Counting Agent of the petitioner in the said 
election held on 28th March, 1978. He was present in the 
haTl at the time of counting of votes. He did file an objection 
in writing on behalf of the petitioner before the Returning 
Officer against the rejection of the ballot papers in question. 
A certified copy of that objection is Ev. 1 on the record. 
I, therefore, hold that an objection against the rejection of 
ballot papers was filed in writing on behalf of the petitioner 
before the Returning Officer. 

Issue No. 4(a) i 

The principal contention of the petitioner in this election 
petition was that the Returning Officer did not .show all the 
eleven disputed rejected ballot papers, to the candidates or 
their Election Agents or counting Agents before rejecting the 
same but had shown only 4 or 5 disputed ballot papers to 
them. This fact has been denied by the opposite party No. 1 
in his written statement. The case of the oppo.site party No. 1 
is that all eleven disputed ballot papers were shown to the 
candidates or their election agents and counting agents who 
were present in the counting hall at the time of the counting 
of votes, Both the parties have adduced oral and docu- 
mentary evidence in auppoit of their contentions. As pointed 
out earlier Shri .Shakir Ali Siddiqi, the counting Agent of the 
petitioner and $hri Kalap Nath Singh her Election Agent 
were present in the hall at the time of counting of votes. 
Both of them were examined by the petitioner as her witnesse-s. 
Shri Shaidr Alt Siddiqi in his examination in Chief stated that 
he had requested the Returning Officer to show him all the 
eleven ballot papers which he had rejected hut so far as 
could remember on the date of his deposition, the Returning 
Officer showed him only 4 to ,5 rejccled ballot papers and 
with regard to the remaining ballot papers the Returning 
Officer told him that they contained similar defects as were 
found on the said 4 or 5 rejected ballot papers and did 
not show him those remaining bollot papeis. He, however, 
admitted that he had sufficient opporlu.nity to see and inspect 
the aforesaid 4 or 5 rejected ballot papers which were shown 
to him. In his cross-examination he however, admitted that 
he did not ask the Returning Officer in writing that the re- 
maining rejected ballot papers should be shown to him and 
he also did not state that fact in his objection Ex. T which 
he had filed before the Retnrnin.g Officer with regard to the 
rejected ballot papers though he .said that he had made verbal 
request to the Returning Officer to show him ali the reiected 
ballot papers. The objection filed by .Sri .Shakir Ali Siddiqi 
is Ex. 1 on the record. There is no averment in that objec- 
tion that despite request the Returning Officer had not .shown 
him all the rejected ballot papers and had shown him only 
4 or 5 rejected ballot papers. There is no plausible icason 
as to why Shri Shakir Ali Siddiqi did not state in writing in 
the objection Ex. 1 that only a few rejected ballot papers 
had been shown to him and the remaining rejected ballot 
papers baj not been shown to him. Shri Kalap Nath Singh 
fP.W, 3) goes a step fiirlhcr in bis deposition. He stated 
that after sorting mil the ballot papers the Retnrnin.g CMffccr 
said that eleven ballot papers had been rejeced. He then 
made oral objection and requested that before rejecting the 
ballot papers. The objection filed by Shri Shakir Ali Siddiqi 


Ihcir agents. Some objections, nccurding to him, were raised 
by the other peisons in the hall. He further stated that 
Shri Shakir Ali Siddiqi who was the counting agent of Km. 
Sraddha Devi also made objection to that effect orally as 
well as in writing. Bat the Returning Officer showed 4 or 5 
ballot papers to the counting agents and he did not show 
the remaining ballot papers which were rejected. No docu- 
ment ha.s been produced to show that Shri Shakir Ali Siddiqi 
had requested the KcLuiing Officer in writing that all the 
11 ballot papers should be shovoi to him. The only docu- 
ment is Ex. 1 on the record but that document is silent on 
the point. The statement of Kalap Nath Singh that Shri 
Shakir Ali Siddiqi had made an objection to the Returning 
Officer in writing requesting him to show all Ihe eleven re- 
jected ballot papers cannot, therefore, be accepted, Shri Kalap 
Nath Singh deposed that he had other persons present in the 
counting hall had insisted that the Rctiiniing Officer should 
show all the ballot papers to the candidates or their agents. 
If the Returning Officer was not accccding to his request 
he could have filed an objection in writing in that behalf 
but he did not do so. His explanation for not filing an 
objection in writing was that since the Counting Agent of 
Km. Sraddha Devi had started writing himself, he did not 
sec any occasion to draft in writing and file the same. The 
counting agent himself was competent to do so and he 
actually did file the objection. He admits that he did not 
read the objection himself nor did he made any .suggestion 
to him us to what should be written in that objection. The 
statement of Shri Ku'Iap Nath Singh is also, therefore nor 
helpful to the petitioner in his behalf. Shri Udit Narain Sharma 
(P.W. 2) was also present in the counting hall as Election 
Agent of Shri Surendra Mohan. In his deposition he stated 
that he had requested Ihe Retaining Officer that rejected 
ballot papers should have been shown to him and that similar 
request were also made by other persons also but the Return- 
ing Officer did not show all the rejected ballot papers. He 
filed an objection before the Returning Officer, a certified 
copy of which is Ex, 3 on the record, A perusal of that 
objection disclosed that Shri Udit Narain Sharma did not state 
there in that only a few ballot papers had been shown to him 
and the remaining di.sputed ballot p.apers had not been shown 
to him. The objection pertained only to two ballot papers, 
which had been rejected. The petitioner's case Ls that 4 or 5 
ballot papers were shown by the Returning Officer, Obviously, 
therefore, more than two rejected ballot papers were defi- 
nitely shown to the persons present in the nail. However, 
the objection Ex. 2 pertained only two ballot papers and 
not to the other 2 or 3 ballot papers which admittedly had 
aiso been shown to the pctltioner’.s counting agent and other 
persons present in the hall. Had Ihe Returning Officer not 
shown all the ballot papers despite demands made by the 
interested persons, namely, the candidates,^ their election agents 
and counting agents, present in the hall at the time of count- 
ing, Shri Shakir Ali and Shri Sharma would have in normal 
course protested against the same and would have mentioned 
it in their objectioas which they had filed before the Return- 
ing Officer. The petitioner has aiso filed a certified copy of 
the objection filed by Sri Lakshmi Sahai Saxena, being Ex, 2 
on the record. This document in my view, demolishes the 
petitioner’s contention, Shri Lakshmi Sahai Saxena was a 
counting agent of Shjri Narendra Singh. In his aforesaid 
objection he stated : — 


“While the preliminary chimling of ballot papers (for 
finding out the invalid ballot papers) was going on it 
was discovered that in 9 ballot papers there were 
some cuttings, in some at preference No. 8, in .some 
at preference No. 9, and in some at preference No, 
10. In ong other ballot paper the figure ‘4’ was 
Written in bracket. In yet another ballot paper the 
votes has recounted his eleventh preference also but 
you are rejecting the same on the ground that it 
records two first preference voles." 

This .statement contained in Ex. 2 cle.irly shows that all eleven 
ballot papers were seen by .Shri Lakshmi Sahai Saxena, other- 
wLsc how could he give details about those ballot papers. 
He pointed out that in nine ballot papers there were some 
cuttings. This shows that he had seen nine rejected ballot 
papers. Then he proceeded to state that in one other ballot 
paper the figure ’4’ was written in bracket. Thus he spoke 
about the 10th ballot paper. Further he stated that in yet 
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anoLhcr ballot paper the \oter haJ recot decl llth preleiencc. 
This further indicates that he had seen the llth ballot paper 
also. Had the returning officer not produced all the rejected 
ballot papers, how could Lukshmi Sahai Saxenu wiite about 
them in his objection Ex, 2. Thus the document Ex, 2 
filed by the petitioner herself belies her contention that only 
4 or 5 rejected ballot papers had been shown to the candidalc,s 
Counting Agents and Election 7\gents who vvere piesent in the 
hall. Sri S, I’, Singh the Returning Ofiiccr, examined by the 
respondent No. 1 as his witness deposed that he had shown 
all the eleven disputed ballot papers to the candidates, 
Counting agents who sat in front of him in the hall. He 
stated that first of all he showed those 11 defective ballot 
papers to the persons concerned by holding them in his hand. 
Then certain person raised objection that they were not in a 
position to sec those ballot papers from their seats, hence 
they were shown from a closer range. Then he asked his 
four or live Assistants each one to take one 4 defective ballot 
paper with him and show the same to the persons present 
in the loom from a closer 'ange without allowing any one 
to handle the same. His assistants showed those eleven 
defective ballot papers accordingly to the persons concerned. 
After seeing the ballot papers certain persons present in the 
room raised certain objections. The arguments were heard 
for and against, for about one and a half hours. After 
hearing the arguments, he rejected the said eleven ballot papers 
and endorsed his decision on each of the said balfol papers. 
He denied that he had shown only 4 or 5 defective ballot 
papers lo the persons concerned. Tie was cro.s.s-examined 
at length but hLs teslimonv remained nnshattcred. His state- 
ment finds corroboration from the deposition of Sri P. K. 
Misra (P.W. 3) On the -late of his deposition Sri P. K. 
Misra was Civil Defence Commissioner to Government of 
Bihar and E.s. Official Principil Secretary to the Government 
of Bihai', Urban Development and Housing Department. In 
the Election Commission he was inilially secretary and then 
became Dy. Election Commissiunei' in June, 1977 m Delhi 
and continued as such till luly, 197S. He was deoutej as 
an observer for the e'cction to the Ruiya Sibha which took 
place in March 1978 in Lucknow. TTc accordingly came to 
l.ucknow on 28th March, 1978, Ele was piesenl in the hall 
during the course of the counting of voles but he did not 
take any part in the work of the counting of vote.s. He 
sat in the hall behind the Returning OlFicer, According 
to him 1 1 votes were declared invalid. He gave out a proce- 
dure followed by the Returning Officer while counting the 
votes in question. The ballot papers wee presented by the 
Assistant Returning Officers before the Reluming Officer in 
bundles. They the Returning Ofiiccr scrutinised the bujid1e.s 
containing the valid votes and the doubtful \'otcs. Thereafter 
the Returning Officer decided the validity of the valid votes 
and then kept in the bundle containing valid votes. The 
ballot papers containing doubtful votes were scrutinised one 
by one. The reluming ofiicrr heard the objection of the 
parties leg.'ud'.ng the validily of the votes and then recorded 
this decision on each ballot paper. According to the witness, 
it took nearly one and a half hours for the Returuing Officer 
to decide about the vafidity of the doubtful ballot papers 
and after the Returning Officer had recorded his decision. 
2 or 3 objections were filed suliscqucmly but he could not 
remember at the time of his dep('sition, if any order was 
passed on those objections by the Returning Officer. An 
opportunity was given to all Ihe candidates and election agents 
to sec all the doubtful ballot papers. Initially when the 
Returning Officer was .scrutini.siug the ballol papers, then the 
candidates or tberr agents wcie present in Ir'ont of his table 
to sec the ballot papers, l.ater on some body from amongst 
the candidates or his election agents staled that he as well 
ns some others wanted Icr see ballol papers agaitr and closely. 
Ihen the Rettrrning Ollicer reqrreste.l all the people lo sit 
down, gave some ballot papers to some members of the 
staff for Inking the same arnimcl the hall to show to all the 
candidates and their agents who were present there. About 
4 or .1 persons of the staff were engaged in showing the 
ballot papers atonnd. Each one of these persons were given 
one ballot paper and he showed the paper around to the 
pci'sons concerned. Thereafter he returned the ballot paper 
and another ballot paper was given to him. This was the 
procedure adopted in showing the ballot papers to the candi- 
dates and their agents. After they had seen the ballot 
papers they did not rai,5e any objection about seeing the 
ballot papers. The testimony of ibis witness akso remained 
unshattered in the cross-c.xamlnalion. 
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Sri Habibiil Rahtnan Nomani (R.W 1) and Sii Deo Bahadur 
Singh (R.W. 2) who were also picscnt in the hall also 
deposed that all the eleven ballol papers were shown by the 
Returning Officer to the persons present in the hall at the 
time of Ihe counting of votes. From the evidence adduced 
on behalf of the opposite party No, 1 as also from Ex, 2, 
it can legitimately he inferred that all the eleven rejected 
ballot papers vvere shown to the candidates, their counting 
agents and their election agents who were present in the 
counting hall at the lime of counting of votes and- the conten- 
tion of the petitioner that only 4 or 5 such rejected ballot 
papers were shown is incorrect. T, therefore, hold that the 
Returning Officer did show all the defective bi\Ilot papers 
to the candidates or their election agents or counting agents 
before rejecting the same. The issue No. 4(aJ is decided 
accordingly. 


Issue No. 4(b) : 


It has come in evidence of .Sri P. K. Misra and Sri Salya 
Priya Singh that the decision on the defective 1 1 ballot 
papers was taken by the Returning Officer after hearing Ihe 

arguments raised before him. The order on each of Ihe 

aforc.said ballot paper was passed by the Returning Ollicer 
■after hearing those arguments. Sri P. K. Misra has deposed 
that the Returning Officer look about one and a half hours 
in deciding (he objections, hence it could not be said that 
the Returning Officer was in hurry in deciding the objection.! 
regarding the said rejected ballot papers. Sri Satya Priya 
Singh has slated likewise. He added th.at he did explain to 

the objectors as to under which rule he had rejected the 

ballot papers. According to him, he had rejected them under 
Rule 73 of the conducl of Election Rules. From the objec- 
tions Exlns. 1, 2 and 3 it also turns out that the Returning 
Officer did inform the rea-sons for rejecting the ballot papers 
in question, whether those reasons appealed to the objectors 
or not, was quite a different matter. I, therefore, hold that the 
Returning Officer did explain the reasons for rejecting the 
ballot papers. The issue No. 4(b) is decided accordingly. 


I,s,suc No. 7 : 


The contention of (he opposite party No. 1 is that a true 
copy of the election petition duly signed by the petitioner 
was not .served on him, He has filed Ihc copy of the petition 
which was served on him. It is Ex. A1 on the record, a 
perusal of which will .show that his contention is meritless. 
On the first page of the said copy there is an endorsement 
reading “Attested True Copy" and helow that endorsement 
appears the signature of the petitioner. Similarly on the 
la.st page of that copy of the petition i.c. page No. 14 the 
words "True Copy Attested" arc typed and below these words 
appeans the signature of the petitioner. A copy of the affi- 
davit was also enclosed to the petition and on the last page 
Iheieof the words ‘T. C. Attested'' arc written and at the 
bottom appears the signature of the petitioner. 7 he copy 
served on the opposite party No. 1 thus was signed by the 
petitioner and w,ts also attested as true copy — Sub-Section (3) 
of Section 81 of the Representation of People Act, 1951, 
requires that every election petition shall be accompanied by 
as many copies thereof as there arc respondents mentioned in 
Ihc petition, and every such copy shall be alte.sted by the 
petitioner under his own signature to he a true copy of the 
petition. In Ihe case in hand the copy served on the oppo- 
site party No. I was attested by her under her own signature 
to he a true copy of the petilion, Tints lha compliance with 
(he requirements of Suh-Seclion (3) of Section 81 of the 
.'kct had been made in the instant case. H was pointed out 
in 1964 Supreme Court. 1,545, Ktirarka Radhcy Shyam, Ram 
Kumar Vs. Roop Singh Ralhor anj others, that the word 
'copy' in sub-section (3) of Section 1 does not mean an 
ah.solutcly exact copy but means (hat the copy shall be so 
true that no body can by any possibility misnndcrsl.and it. 
The test whether the copy is a true one is whether any varia- 
tion from the original is calculated to misle.ad an ordinary 
person. 
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It could not be pointed out on behalf of the opposite 
party No. 1 that the copy of the petition served on his is 
not a true copy or that there are variations from the original 
which had misled him in any manner. In fact there arc no 
such variations in the copies served on the oppo.site parly 
No, 1 (Ex. Al). I, therefore, hold that a true copy of the 
election petition duly signed by the petitioner was served on 
the opposite party No. 1. 


Issue No. 8 t 


Section 8/3(1) (c) of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 requires that an election petition shall be signed by the 
petitioner and verified in the manner laid down in the Code 
of Civil Procedure. 1908 for the verification of pleadings, 
provided that where the petitioner alleges any corrupt prac- 
tice the petition shall also be accompanied by an affidavit in 
prescribed form of such corrupt practice and the particulars 
thereof. Sub-Section (2) of Section 83 of the Act requires 
that any schedule of Annexitre to the petition shall also be 
signed by the petitioner and verified in the same manner as 
the petition. 


At the outset it may be noticed that the petitioner has not 
challenged election of opposite party No, I on the ground 
of any corrupt practice. In fact .she ha.s not alleged any 
conupt practice in her petition. Hence in my view it was 
not necessary that the petition should have been accompanied 
by any affidavit as required by flic Proviso to clause (c) of 
.sub-scction ( I ) of section 83 of the Act. The petitioner ha.s, 
however, annexed her affidavit to the petition. The contention 
of the opposite party No. 1 was th.il neither the petition nor 
the affidavit had been verified in the manner laid down in 
the Code of Civil Procedure. In other words, the .submission 
was that the petition had not been verified in the manner 
laid down in order VI, Rule 15 C.P.C. Similarly, the affidavit 
had also not been verified in the mamicr laid down in Rule 
3 of Order XIX C.P.C. I find no force in the contention. 
The importance of verification is to test the genuineness and 
authenticity of the allegations and also to make the petition- 
er or the deponent responsible for the allegations made in the 
petition or the affidavit as the case may be. The petitioner 
has' verified paragraphs 1 to 5, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, 16, 18, 
19(a), 19(b), 20, 24, 25, and 26 of the petition on pei.sonai 
knowledge and paragraphs 9. 11, and 19 thereof to be true 
on the basis of the legal advise and paragraphs of ground 
Nos. 1, 2. 3 of paragraphs 6. 14, 15, 17. 19, 21, 22 and 
23 as partly true to her knowledge and partly on the ba.sis 
of legal advice which .she believed to be tine. This verifica- 
tion of the petition needs the requirement of Rule 15 of Order 
VI C.P.C. She has made similar verification of her affidavit 
annexed to the petition. That verification is also in confor- 
mity with Rule 3 of Order 19 C.P.C. 


The learned counsel for the petitioner, however, submitted 
Aat as the petitioner was not present at ihe lime of count- 
ing, hence whatever she has .staled in the petition regarding 
conning of votes cannot be within hci own personal know- 
ledge. The facts relating thereto must have been told by .some 
body but that wa.s not stated in the verification. Hence the 
verification was said to be bad in law, f do not find any 
force in this contention. Defect in verifleation is not to be 
judged by reading the relevant pleadings in the petition 
along with the counter pleadings in the written .statement. 
The petitioner had verified the contents of certain pniagraphs 
of the petition referred to hereinabove on personal know- 
ledge. The fact that the pctitionei' could not have personal 
knowledge of those facts would not be a test for determining 
whether the verification has been made in accoi dance with 
the requirements of Rule 15 of Order VI C.P.C. When a 
person makes a verification of certain facts on the basis of 
personcl knowledge he takes the responsibility of it, and the 
consequences may follow if the verification is found to be 
incorrect. It is one thing to say that the verification has not 
been made in accordance with the Rule 15 of Order VI, 
and it is quite dififerent thing to say that the person, on 
evidence adduced, would be found not having the personal 


knowledge of the fact. The opposite party No. 1 alleged 
that as the petitioner was not present in the counting hall at 
the time of the counting of votes and, therefore, she could 
not have the personal knowledge of the facts staled in the 
relevant paragraphs. But [his could not exclude the possi- 
bility that she derived personal knov/lcdge of the facts stated 
in the relevant paragraphs in some other way. Rule 15 
merely requires that the petitioner should specify by refer- 
ence to the number of paragraph.s to the pleadings what 
he verifies to his own knowledge and what he verified upon 
the information received and believed to be true. The peti- 
tioner in the instant case did make the verification of the 
petition in accordance with ihis requirement. The issue is 
decided accordingly. 


franc No. 9 : 

The petitioner has impugned the election of opposite party 
No. 1 only, and had not challenged the election of other 
opposite parties. It was not necessary for her to do so. 
The Returning Officer had admittedly calculated the requisite 
quota to be of the value of 3417. Since the opposite parties 
2 to 11 received more than the quota, they were declared 
elected and the real contest thus remained between the peti- 
tioner and opposite parly No. 1 for the lllh seat. The 
opposite party No. 1 in paragraph 10 of his written statement 
has admitted these facts. He has also stated that thereafter 
the Returning Officer proceeded under Rule 79 of the Con- 
duct of Election Rules, 1961 and found that the opposite 
party No. 1 got 25 first preference voles the value of which 
was 2500 whereas the petitioner had received only two first 
preference votes the value of which was 200. Thereafter the 
Returning Officer proceeded to transfer the surplus votes of 
the candidates who received highest number of votes in the 
first count, in the second round none got, so also upto 13th 
round. In the 14th round, the opposite party No. 1 was dec- 
lared elected as the value of his ballot papers (votes) ex- 
ceeded the value of ballot papers (votes) of all other conti- 
nuing candidates, together with the surplus votes not trans- 
ferred. The value of the ballot papers (votes) of (he opposite 
party No, I came to 3322 and the value of (he ballot papers 
(votes) of the petitioner to 3073. The real contest thus being 
between the pctiiioner and the opposite party No. 1, it was 
not necessary for the petitioner to challenge the election of 
the opposite parties 2 to 11 as well. The is.suc is decided 
accordingly. 

Issue Nos. 10 & 11 ; 

For the rea.sons in the foregoing, the election of the oppo- 
site party No. 1 is not liable to be set aside and the petitioner 
is not entitled to any relief. These issues arc decided 
accordingly. 

In the result the petition fails and is dismissed. The oppo- 
site party No. 1 shall get Rs, 1000,00 (Rupees one thousand) 
a.s costs from the petitioner. 

T. S. MISRA, 

nth Dec. 1979, 
[No. 82/UP/277S] 
By Order. 

K. GANESAN, Secy. 
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29, 1980 

irnr-^ 

fToWIo 7 0S. — ^ ariH+l^f % iTi? iCffij' 

ijr'irr fwT ^ttT % fV fwT sftx sfrtftPFfTt fjrirnr, 

?r rHHfMPa^ ^^irfiTO iqiiJitnn n’t sTTH-m; ftnm, 

1902 % fWT 0 (iv) JTOT TfeT, FfTWF trfaf^WlF, 19H1 
nr trm 3s nT btiipt ( 2 -n) n lortToff % fTWro: 

wnftr % spjiftr’TiT rmn t : 

^ 711 ( 9 91 ni4n*i nr 9i9 np^ siYf niH nto" % 

fsr^ sT'js^'H'io EfTTimm 
nrfeF liiff % ^Tnttrt 
nr 1 

STTlftW nr ITTIT ^FTO SiftfH T^tl^T 1 

artrtuR Ptimi fnwnirf JUfrfwpTii, 

fniTT ^in; I 

i^rmr nr^ nt JTFF(TfimTrf)qr 1 - 2-1980 
^ mfos 1-2-1991 

wi|jnfipT ^rnr 20,000 fo 

2. fJHTTT Prunimf iTpfnwTFrq ( tsftPririTiT nm^) 
fror irirc, srnmr laoi nl Ftm 35(1) (ii) % 

sf^fiT sT^>Ttfim It, ^lirt FPSTFPT, ^rsopr (tutit, icrfHwrr 

?fo 2039 (nTuFTo 203/ 1 GS/TS-STT^off ctro-H) rTrfOJ 6 sfJfTffr, 
1979 I 

[#0 3 1 1 3/9f)To?f 0 203/l 74/79-srrfo€ro(tTo.ll)] 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Deportment of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 29th December, 1979 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 705. — It i-i hereby notified for general information that 
the following scientific research programme has been approved 
for the period specified below for the purposes of sub-section 
2(A) of Section .15 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 read with Rule 
6(iv) of the lncome-ta.\ Rules, 1962 by the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Science &. Technclogy, New Delhi. 

Name of the scientific Study of Paramaters for Optimum 

Reseaieh programme Selective Coatings Properties 

for Black Nickel and Black 
Chrome Siii facts. 

Name of the sponsorer M/s. Jyoli limited, Baroda. 

Sponsored at Birla Vishvakarma Mahavidya- 

laya (Engineering College) 
Valldbh Vidya Nagar, 

Proposed date of 1-2-19S0. 

commencement. 

Anticipated date of 1-2-19S1. 

completion. 

Estimated outlay Rs. 20,000 

2. The Birla Vishvakarma Mahavidyalaya (Engineering 
College) Vallabh Vidya Nagar, stands approved under Section 
35(1) (ii) of the Income-tax Acl, 1961 vide Ministry of Finance, 
Departmemt of Revenue Notification No. 2639 (F. No. 203/165/ 
78-ITA,n) dated 6th January, 79. 

INo, 3113/F. No. 203/174/79-lT(A,lI)] 


16 1980 

ww-Tt: 

^!iow° 7 06. — tr^BTffrrvT ^ arPTFcr ^ 

fqttfT arm | Pf firfei xifsarR), PafiFFtri, itt^- 

hUFT TfriT^f ^ fiTKTfiTfiarT Tfwn ip) xmr-8?T pTipT, 1962 ^ 
fhaiT 6 (ii) % 6 T«T Tfen, FtFuftrarr, iwoi urtr 

3.5 JFf TT'OTn (i) % HI? (ii). arftHaT % W Rfiiwr 
Wijmnrf #!f it ''^TtrfiT'F HrPTUTF fFTSiT’' !r 4 *6 FOfR pTRT- 
f'TfHFt vFft IT r?an 1 — 

(i) f'F fa Ptith I ttauu m ^ ^ ^TirfiFF 

^ STd Tlfvitff rFl ^ 1 

(ii) 31 FF =F ^jttPpf HijauFT 

ifmjf fwatsTTqli mF arfhT faiTPift 'rfiaa "Ft 

31 tW WT ii 'F^ Ht ^ 

spftsra % FrrtpFF®RT hr FffF 
(*f4 '3i'i 4 i 

(iii) 5 [it sfit ait ^Hwt % a^tfifra 

arfhr aRH ^fi tpF irfa 31 at aVu 

afaftw KiCFr mp srfe FFra hr-th; hi^ ait at 
i^ThTr I 

aTOfra fafiFRn asia 

afaqaar 31 fta«R, 1979 it 30 faatar, 1902 fit 
at i^r aaftr % fW sraRi ^ift 1 

[ao 3i3i/'Froao 203/5/8o-ar^i>5to (t(s-II)] 

New Delhi, the )6th January, 1980 
INCOME TAX 

8.0, 706. — It is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mentioned below' has been approved by 
the Indian Council of Medical Research, the prescribed 
authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. read with Rule 
6(ii) of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 under the category of 
“Scientific research association” in the field of medical re- 
search, subject to the following conditions : — 

(i) That the Centre will maintain a separate account 
of the sums received by it for scientific research in 
the field of medical research. 

(ii) That the Centre will furnish annual returns of its 
scientific research activities to the council for each 
year by 31st May, each year at the latest in such 
form as may be laid down and intimated to them 
for this purpose. 

(iii) That the Centre will fuinish a copy of the annual 
audited statement of accounts to the council for 
each year by 31st May each year and in addition 
send a copy of it to the concerned Income-tax 
Commissioner. 

INSTITUTION 

The Indian Medical Centre, Madras 

This notification is effective for a pciiod of 3 years from 
31st December, 1979 to 301h December, 1982, 

[No. 3131/F. No. 203/5/80-IT(A-II)] 
■rt f?Fvft, 17 Hdnfr, 1980 

WTH-VT 

VToHIi’ 707. — W f^RR T) HrtPJHR tfu 18 73, RfliJ 
10 1977 % HiJW it RfjptfTTir ajHiFlTt ^ 

Rfit'ph'l f4RT HFTt I ( 41 f«rf^ TrrUTRt, 4RttT VTTmfhr fffiiRBr 
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fTRf'TPrr pEET. 1962 % 

6(ii) % HR SfeT WRT-^ trfdHJW, 1961 Tf tOTI 35 
^ d MUK I (l) ^ (ii) % HHHpff % 1^ frfwTT 

HRET ^ t ^r^JEraiH HTJET” 5RJt % OTi'H fHR- 

imI T!: fTHT 

( 1 ) fE frteHT W'^fTHET % ^ Jl fTtlfTT 

TTiJireiEI t< Ht fTM 911 f^fTET ?EEi it 
I 

( 2 ) ippirEi ?iqT str^HEt »REfr Hm- 

HEl n t 9it CJT lir^Ti f^AToft TfiR^ Tt wfl T’J 3 1 
HE ^ JRsf *r irajfT 'Ritr 9ft ^h tomrE 9; 

f9i9 rftn: ijit W stEf i 

(3) E? fv injfHET ^’jmf 91 S^tfsiEf HtIeT 9EEt «Pt 

nftr ifEt^ 9it srftr 9T 31 39 : e^ rfR 

RfHpEEi 9ir^ '^9l eIh he« hie-ee; wg^ ^ ^#9i 1 

HHET 

Ef^EI EKHfE lE^EEf, f^fHT 
trfagEET 16 - 7-79 ir 15 - 7-82 ee 3 a 9 »6t HEftr 9r 

EETEl ^91 I 

[Eo 3138/ErroE4 20 3/?/ SO-ET^offt o (tTo-ll)] 

New Delhi, the 17th January, 1980 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 707. — In continuation ol tliis Dcpartn-’cnfs notifica- 
tion No. 1873 dated 16ih July, 1977, it is hereby notified for 
general information that the institution mentioned, below has 
been approved by the Indian Council ol Medical Research, 
the prescribed authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of 
sub-section (1) of Section 3S of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 
read with Rule 6(ii) of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 under 
the category of “&ientific Research Association" in the field 
of medical research, subject to the following conditions: — 

(i) That the Foundation will maintain a separate ac- 
count of the sums received by it for scientific 
research in the field of medical research, 

(ii) That the Foundation will furmsh annual returns of 
its scientific research activities to the council for 
each year by 31st May, each year at the latest 
in such form a.s may be laid down and intimated 
to them for this purpose. 

(iii) That the Foundation will furnish a copy of the 
annual audited statement of accounts to the council 
for each year by 31st May, each year and in addi- 
tion send a copy of it to the concerned Income-tax 
Commissioner. 

INSTITUTION 

AU India Heart Foundation, New Delhi. 

This notification is effective for a period of 3 years from 
16-7-79 to 15-7-82, 

[No, 3138 /F. No. 203/7/80-lT (A-II)] 

E^ 1 8 9ET^Tf , 19 80 

WTE-TT 

^EoWIo 708. — E%E!ITEn' 9?) EEEFTTf 9: wfttgf^ 

f9En irTET t f9r ft%i irTfE9Efr EHflla EEnr fimiE Eg- 
H«ii EfrEg 9r [9 r<ai d E?ET 99 viETiC EffifiETE, 1961 

•fI am 35 9it EEam (i) 9r ^ (iii) ^ srEErff 9: fa9' 
fERfafifE 9Eft ET EgEtfEE iW 1^ : — 

( 1 ) E^ ftt fan SRET tfk EgEEH EFEE, ETTE Tm 
?E IJE 9> atti'l Hu^E fEfatff HE EEeVE t(9rETa' EETE 
finiTE 9r agEHTE 9iV E^rfa 9: iff f9tET \ 


( 2) EE fr eeete ^ ^ 9t arfiE EEg e?) af fTfarff 9 e 
%TR WEE E T^ET ; 

( 3 ) EE fjp ETETE WE 9r wfftE nER 9?) Et fETuEl 9E 
W’k E? vffE fEE E EE9E EEEIE fETET EET (1 Wwig 
EfiEfr Si'd gTT EEflwi 9E ElfEET fTTm iffr Elf^T 
fvEt^ EmflE EETE folR WEEaiE wfvEg wTr ER3 
WIEE.r WTETT 97T '^EET I 

HFET 

fErT-EEEI wk WElfaK HEETE, ERE 

E? wfagwET mfhff 1 - 4-79 31 - 3-82 et ffia e 9' ii) 

WEfa 9: firfi HWEfl 1 

[E° 3139/1^15 Eo 203/29/79-WTtoSti=(g<=-ll)] 

New Delhi, the 18th lanuary, 1980 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 708. — It is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mentioned below has been approved by the 
Indian Council of Social Science Reseaich, the prescribed 
authority for the purposes of clause (iii) of suh-scction (1) 
of .Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, subject to the 
following condition.s ; — 

(1) The funds collected by the (nstitule for Financial 

Management and Research, Madray, under this 
exemption will be utilized, exclusively for promotion 
of research in Social Sciences, 

(2) That the Institute shall maintain separate accounts 
of tbc funds collected by them under the exemp- 
tion. 

(3) That the Institute shall send annual statement of 
accounts and annual report to the Indian Council 
of Social Science Research as well as to the con- 
cerned Commissioner of Ineonie-tax, showing the 
funds collected by them under the exemption and 
the manner in which the funds were utilized. 

INSTTTUTION 

Institute for Financial Management & Research, Madras 

This notification is effective for a period of three years 
from 1-4-79 to 31-3-82, 

[No. 3139/F. No. 203/29/78-IT(A-]I)] 

Ef 2 1 EETr), 19 8 0 

WTE-ETt 

W O WI 0 7 09 — E^ETETTW 99 EHII f) 9: wfUEfEE 

fipET ETET fV fEfffE ETftRFlTt, vEtg WTEfflE fflrfWfT 

heEhte EfrE^ 9 fEtEftrfirr ehet 9ft wteer Ptee, 1962 
% fEEE e(ii) ^ ETE qfer, wtett wftrfEEE, 196 I 9 ft 
trm 35 9ft EEEm ( 1 ) 9: (jj) 9 : sjElEEf % 

fEfVrET WEEEfE 9: *311 9" "tsTTfET WgEETE HE S H " EEff 9: 
WfftE fipEfEpIE sieI ET WEEtfEE fETET ft, WEIe — 

( 1 ) E^ fr EtEEpt WerTT WEEtEE 9: if tsTtfEEt 

WgEtTTE 9: fir^ ETEE EfidE'l 9fT %rnr 'JEE tr x^e) I 

( 2) E9E wlETlil !I?99t fEEttE % fw# WEE 9*lfET 
WEEEIE EEtft fEEniTETtf 9fr rr^ EttEE: PlEvnft EfxEg 
99 ePt e^ 31 Et ee: 0 ^ Emf if srtgff et^et Et 
EE EEVEE 9: fwE WfUrfEE f9?9 ET9 wV Tit gfEE 
(9i*l I 
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( 3) tf l q T TA) 5Tf^ ^TT % W »Wra^ ^ JrwmtfsVT 
^iirT lof; irfH Mfi'i'^ ^ irf^ vi si ni 
TO 1^ 5rf^ STTO mTOT ?n^ "tif 

TT wt ^ifV I 

w«n 

firert^ iiWT?#r, wrf 

IT? *rfiTf^ 31-1 2-1 970 JT 30-1 2-1982 TO ^ 

iirt smt I 

[TTf 3145/'T;rijTfo 203/8/80-Wr^oft°(’T“-n)] 

New Delhi, the 21st January, 1980 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 709. — 11 is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mentioned below has been approved by 
the Indian Council of Medical Research, the prescribed autho- 
rity for the purposes of clause (ii) ol sub-section (1) of 
Section 3d of the Inccmc-tax Act, 1961, read with Rule 6(ii) 
of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 under the category of “Scien- 
tific Research Association” in the field of medical research, 
subject to the following conditions ; — 

(i) That the Society will maintain a separate account of 
the sums received by it for scientific research in the 
field of medical research. 

(ii) That the Society will furnish annual returns of its 
scientific re.search activities to the council for each 
year by 31st May, each year at the latest in such 
form as may be laid down and intimated to them 
for this purpose. 

(iii) That the Society will furnish a copy of the .annual 
audited statement of accounts to the council for 
each year by 31st May each year and in addition 
send a copy of it to the concerned Income-tax Com- 
missioner. 

INSTITUTION 

The Muscular Dystrophy Society, Bombay 
This notification is effective for a period of 3 years from 
31-12-79 to 30-12-1982. 

[No. 3145/F. No. 203/8/80-IT(A.II)l 
Wni-fr^ 

710. — ^T^TTsw 1?) Tn^^TRl ^7 f?TO 

ftniT 'TPtT I f^r SnfTOTtf, ir«TftI «TTOft7T jrfir SPJTTHPT 

'Tfnr ^ firRf^Tfiarr wnr^R wflrfroh, I96t ^ 

STO 3 5^ TarrsTtr ( 1 ) % aw ( ii ) snfiwir ^ fir^ ww- 

iftfe Pfut I I 

flTOT 

irnTfTO timrinTO^ f^rfuir, usttt i 

IT? 8-12-1978 Tt 7-12-1980 TO Tt TO WTftT 

It fW tnn^ I 

[tTh 3160/'Tn'oTto 203/ 1 93/78-WTtoflo (qo-II)] 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 710.— It i.s hereby notified for general information 
that the instiuuiori mentioned below has been approved by 
the Indian Council of Agricultural Re.search, the prescribed 
authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, 

INSTITUTION 

Coromendal Indag Product.s (P) Ltd., Madras 

8 -S 197 T m"7-‘‘l2-I98o‘^""‘'^ ^ 

[No, 3160/F. No, 203/193/78-lT(A.n)] 


TTffcM)', 29 TSTTOf), 1980 

wth-to: 

tfioWTo 711.— TO fwn- # srfaT^r Tfo 2073 
203 /l 72 / 77 -'Snio #1° 'Ii'-IT), TOtPs 15 fwTO, 1977 1^ 
^ ■^ ^ T. iT if TTwarTO ^ sTTrorf) It fiTO srTtnjhT fTOi TPn % 
fip Wto mfTOT^, irotTi 'tutPt MItot 'Tfrotj 

firwrfPrfTr TO'rr ^ snwr froir, 1962 It thro 6(ii) T 

Jiw 'Tfer, WTOL trftrPpnr, i 9 bi ^ 0177 35 ^ TOStn 

( 1 ) % 15 W (ii) % srrflTOf % flfTOnr nTOsiK It 
ir si^TWPT TPIto” TOii It WflT fdHpHfVd ^ 

TT ig^iPtTT firor wqir ; — ■ 

( 1 ) IT? TTPHTR W>PWT ^ %lfTO 

tT^HWPT % fbr^ STTCTT TTfwf <FT fTOT^ fTO If T^JIT I 

( 2 ) TOT Tumu TTT^T frafu Ii fifif TTT? iTilfnai 
V yr u PT TTTOl fWTOTTTf ^ PlfTsfi fTOT^t 

ifit jrfir Epf 31 uf TO ^ TPttfr fi JTT^ 
afT^JlT aft TO SPftTO li TlfTOfPTT fiTO Tpp *lV 

( 3 ) TOT TOTTiT TiT^ >T^ Ii firo Awf) It TOnTOffer 
Tifro ifPTO ifr srfir wft irf^ 31 u■^ to 
’PTOT npr TTOft p^i Tifir tnror wiu*h lit *ft 
I 

wf«n 

tTPSTO frop TOT irfitrSTP, WtoTT fP^TTP TOptp, 

I 

n? wfnrj^pT 17-11-1979 ^ lB-ll-1982 TO tftP TO 

Tt MPfs Ii fTO srpTOf ^ I 

[Tfo 3162/9)107(0 20.3/ 1 7/8l)-mfoito (po-II)] 

New Delhi, the 29th January, 1980 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 711. — In continuation of this Department’s notification 
No. 2073 (E. No, 203/172/77-IT A.Il) dated l5lh December, 
1977, it is hereby notified for general information that the 
institution mentioned below has been approved by the Indian 
Council of Medical Research, the prescribed authority lor the 
purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section ( 1 ) of Section 35 of 
the Income)-tax Act. 1961, read with Rule 6(ii) of the 
Income-tax Rules, 1962 under the category of “Scientific 
Research Association’’ in the field of medical research, sub- 
ject to the following conditions : — 

(i) That the Institute will maintain a scpiarate account 
of the sums received by it for scientific research in 
the field of medical research. 

(ii) That the Institute will furnish annual returns of its 
scientific research activities lo the council for each 
year by 31st May, each year at the latest in such 
form as may be laid down and intimated to them 
for this purpose. 

(iii) Thai the In.stitulc will furnish a copy of the annual 
audited statement of accounts lo the council for cacti 
year by 3Lst May each year and in addition send 
a copy of it to the concerned Income-tax Commis- 
sioner. 

INSTITUTION 

Ramakrishna Mission Seva Pratishthan, Vivekananda 
.Institute of Medical Sciences, Calcutta. 

This notification is effective for a period of 3 years from 
17-11-79 to 16-11-1982. ^ 

[No, 3162/F. No. 203/17/80-11 (A.H)] 
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712- — ^ y( ^ ^ Pi^ 

f'PTT ^sTHT TrfsEfirtt, w*rfq; 'uptEt irfiT 

qfjiT!^ if ETVrr ^FT TERT iqffjfjEET, 19(51 'ift’ tTRI 

3 5^ OTam { 1 ) ^ guT ( ii ) % artifTf % frT ipprlfe 

f<tE|T I I 

EE<TT 

9)1 Tf i 

^rfligr^TT 27-4-79 ^ 2H-4-8 1 ?T ^ *Ft mf& 

% JETEft ^ I 

[^Td 31(53/'EroHD 203/8fi/79-mf o^to (Eo-II)] 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 712. — It is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mentioned below ha.s been approved by 
the Indian Couneil of Agricultural Research, the prescribed 
authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

INSTITUTION 

Associated Agricultural Development Fouridation, 

New Delhi. 

This notification is effective for a period of 2 years from 
27-4-79 to 26-4-1981. 

[No. 3163/F. No, 203/86/79-IT(A.TI)] 

Tf 7 9)t4'?l, 1980 

wra-vt: 

VfoWto 713. — 17TfT'8Tfr4flSffH^[TTr»Tc! 1 6 9 0 rtTrbJ 2 fl- .3- 7 7 
% WJ’TT ^ ^f^TTtrnTT 4)1 vninsii'^t % f>TI Vfyii^P'sn fTilT -fllnl 

I fv tirtfi; fwir sfk a ^ g i ri p t^ ' frm 

fit feffr 5r pTTJTfTfijR ffcirr ’frurrti-'Ft: 1962 % fwr 

6(iv) % dTT tTfeT, 4nT'<KT 19fil (pt tTRI 35 

TTrro (i) 4? (ffo? (ii) 4r srufTfrT % frn W'lt sTEFtEfr m 
WPJStTlffH; ftSTET % Jf "T'ET” 5t^ T TlflT rUMfithd 
4rt( Tf, : — 

( 1 ) fV ^0 rff a Ftre ST^dPT fWTO 5TOf(EF 4fT RPJ- 
fst / t4h rt u /u I 'tI sAt FfiTrfrr it fitTft) 
fn Jun if) fi I fn 3) ttu+iy m 4i tTfi STT-fT ( ifidRl 

TT fiETEi "jw ir Tijpn I 

( 2 ) TET sp44t fTffW % fstn xm tjnfTP H^- 

du In fifTT 3)^'1 1 'fl 4)f fiT 4Tf^4) fqq v tt fTfllE 

srtfsFFRl 4iT iifir 30 xtsT St 5r*Tt Jr sTf^ri 
aft artTH 4i frn xrftpfrf'TT frip w' xrtt 

TTU; I 

dwi 

(ft o (ft 0 STPF (TEsm, fff fflvfft 

Xlfa^Trtr 13-10-79 t 12-10-1980 (T^F rrEp 4?! X^ftl 
% fru JTffp ^'nft I 

[do 3180 /'FTo (Ti) 203 / 149/79 xnto dto (tiv IL)] 

New Delhi, the 7th February, 1980 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 713. — In continuation of the Department’s notifica- 
tion No. 1690 dated 26-3-77. it is hereby notified for general 
information that the in.stitution mentioned below has been 
approved by the Secretary, Department of Science & Techno- 
logy, New ITclhi, the prescribed authority for the purposes of 
clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Section 35 of the Income- 


tax Act, 1961. read with Rule 6(iv) (rf the Income-tax Rules, 
1962 under the category of “Association" in the area of 
natural or applied sciences, subject to the following condi- 
tions ; — 

(i) that the C. C. Shroff Research Institute, will main- 
tain a separate account of the sums received by it 
for scientific research in the field of n.iuiral or ap- 
plied <>cicncc.s (other than AKriculture/Animal Hus- 
bandry/Fisheries & Medicines.) 

fii) That the said Institute will fuinish the annual rc- 
tui'ii of its Scientific^ Research Activities to the pres- 
cribed authority for every fin.anciat year in such 
forms a.s may be laid down and intimated to them 
for this purpose, by 30th April, each year. 

INSTITUTION 

C. C. Shroff Institute, New Delhi 

This notificafion is effective for a period of one year from 
13-10-79 to 12-10-1980. 

[No, 3180/F. No. 203/149/79-mA.n)] 


mto 4jTo 714— rrdrrrerRT 4?r inT-fR^ 4t frii fen 

^ITTf ^ fd fVfefT snftRTR), xp£rf(t; flffe, fJtJfPT xfN Midi Pi 4)1 

feiTET, fedt d fiTRrfrfeT d^TT (fI xnT- 4 R fdm, 1 9 6 2 4> 

fenr 6(iv) % ETT (TfSE, WTT-4R xrftffdRF, 1981 (Ft tJRT 3 3 
(ft tttrt ( 1 ) (ii) % fer n-n smffpp tn 

WTJpdlfdr feiR d "d’lT” spfd % xrEfdr [Hx^ r firPiirf 

»idf Tc xpjdffer fen xfn'pi; ; — 

( 1 ) (15 Pp sm[ xtWtfw xrjdsTT dpm TRRref jnyfep 
!n xrfipnfrfw (frfd/'HpFR/nnFi'ft xfTc xftfer d fen) 
feim d tifsr d ^sTTfro xFdtnn 4: fddsnrT xiferlnn 
fenr '[w d 7(441 i 

( 2 ) Tw drnr tphT fdddi nd 4: ffe wf nTrrfdr w^- 
doET dwtfr fenrmdf 44 dr (Trfq-^ ferdf f4%i 
sTrrspinft =ft sdd nd 3 0 rPF dfr jnrdf d snfgn 
Tfe df VI wdN-f % fer nfqrfer fer Tid dVr nd 
^fdVi fifTrr ^rtR I 

dvn 

srr^ wYntfw xEjdsrm dwtn, TRRrdr 

xrfejrnr 5 - 11-71 d i-i 1-1982 3 nr ^ xinfd d 

fer 51^ 5Efr I 

[do 3 1Hl/4iro do 203/l3fi/79 Xtldo fto (eo-II)] 


INCOME TAX 

S.O. 714. — It is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mentioned below has been approved by 
the Secretary, Department of Science and 4 cchnology. New 
Delhi, the prescribed authority for the purposes of clause 
(ii) of sub-section (1) of section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, read with Rule 6(,iv) of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 
under the category “Association” in the area of other natural 
or applied sciences, subject to the following conditions ; — 

(i) that the Sab Industrial Research Institute, Vara- 
nasi, will maintain a separate account of the sums 
received by it for scientific research in the field of 
natural or applied sciences (other than agricul- 
ture/animal hu-shandry/flsheries and medicines). 
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(ii) That the said Assueialioii will furnish the annual 
return of its scientific research activities to the 
prescribed authority for every financial year in such 
forms as may be laid down and intimated to them 
for this purpose, by 30th April, each year, 

TNsrrruTiON 

Sah Industrial Research Institute, Vaianasi. 

This notification is effective for a period of 3 years 

from 5-11-79 to 4-1 1-1982. 

[No. 3I.'<I/F. No. 203 /136/79.TT(A. 1I)J 
wr-vt: 

W 0 WT 07 IS.-— fTtjRTtrRtT >Pt afmTpf % ffTT fw 

TTTsn ^ fip jrrftFtrff, w«iTti; trf^, fwrr wk yViiHiitfl 

fTfilT, Ti T rdHf-lftifiT 'FT inTT-TT: FrcTtt, 1 962 T 

fTTR 6 ( 4 ) ^ TPT qfer, inrtr-^TT' trftiftmR, i96i <111 tim ;t.s 
Tt OTtnrr ( 1 ) 4t (it) ^ ttifNpff if hfR ^rrzr trr 

WhpnftftrT fT5TR % ^ if ''HtTtT'’ WT % «HjRf fdRftTfyd 
yr iPt-l - — - 

( 1 ) trjr ftr fffTFTR -fl-piffir ^jrrf^R.’ rto'jr Rftr 

JTTirfdsft rrr trr^tiTrFrT (idh/TOTPTT/iTFtRTf iiV>a>?fEr 
it ftTR) fsraH ^ if ^3TtfTT tRfitJH % ftTT ttPR 
TTfttPTT TT R i 

( 2 ) RTR tRTO fdRR ’f 4 T firT !TqT tinfiTT tR- 
?fTR tRfft f^TT Tmf ifr n=r grfW f^sfr srrftr- 
¥ rit R irftT trtf 3 u wfi t n if yWi it 5 ^ 5 ^^ 5 ft 
^ srWt % fTTT ■irftTTfartT f'PT 3rrh ttV t?#r 

frtr Tfirr I 

RWt 

ifiRTR vrp-sffir #iTrfT4t tTs^j'TtiR tfr'itR, feFir 

tR STfd^fRT 11-12- 1 979 ’T 10-I2-19H2 TT 3 ITT ^ 
Rsrfa- % friT Jt^ I 

[to 3 183/9iro To 2 0 . 1 / 1 7 11 / 7 St-TTfo fffo (Uo Tl)] 

To Tto Ttrf, 

INCOME T.AX 

S.O. 715. — It is hereby notified for general information that 
the institution mentioned below has been approved by the 
Secretary. Department ot Science and Technology, New Delhi, 
the prescribed authority for the purposes of clause (ill of 
siib-scction 11 J of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, 
read with Rule 61ivT of the Income-tax Rules. 1962 under 
the category “Association" in the area of other natural 
or applied sciences, subject to the following conditions :— 

lij that Silaram Bhartia Institute of Scientific Res- 
earch, New Delhi, wifi maintain a separate account 
of the sums received by it for scientific rescajch 
in the field of natural or applied sciences fother 
than agriculturc/animal husbandry /fisheries and 
medicines). 

lii) that the said Association tvill furnish the annual 
return of its scientific research activities to the 
prescribed authority for every financial year in such 
forms as may be laid down and intimated to them 
for this purpose, by 30th April, each year. 

INSTITUTION 

Sitaram Bhartia Institute of Scientific Research, New Delhi. 

This notification is effective for a period of 3 years from 
11-12-1979 to 10-12-1982. 

[No, 3183 a-'. No. 203/]70i79-lT(A. 11)1 
J. P- SHARVlA, Director 


22, 1980/% 2 , 1.902 821 

(tri^ frwT) 

Tf fer), 26 1980 

ftlijWro Tle—RTR'- TftrfTTT, 1961 (19C1 R 43) 
tlTT 2 6 9-6r Jpf TTtTRt ( 1 ) IFT JRfT wT^Plf R TTR <t7T!t 
|T ^fbt; fjRtr to TTR 1979 'Pf TftrgRTT TWT 62/79- 
TTo To 3 I 6/1 8o/79-!R WX 44 TfHW9T ’PT^T gR "f-ftT TTfnT 
WT^vr ^ ^ fip fTRfTpIT TTfiruff Jf TfptTfiST 
ftrffUTT TrilT'P (TfTtm) RT-Sn: T TftmT T T'Rfd 
arr^fi) I 

^TTTt’JTT 


firfrefr TijTTT wnpRi trnjR ttit % ornroT, 

(Tf'TtnPTTT) RTTT Tft^R, fTTmjT 

TTT 'RpruiR fijR I 


TS TT%!!T fiRtr 3 0 TTRT 1 9 7 9 sp TTTR,T ^ tTTT fflTT I 

[to niSO/TToTo 316/81 2 / 7 iPtRT?] 
nTo TRo IISTT, RP" tNT 

(Dcpartirenl of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 2Rth January, 19.80 

S.O. 716. — In exercise of Ihe powers conferred by Sub- 
Six'lion (1) of Section 269B of the Incoinc-lax Act. 1961 (43 of 
1961} and in supersession of notification Ni'. 62/79-F. No. 316/ 
180/79-VVT dated Ui-8-79, the Centml Govcmmeni hereby order 
that Inspecting Assistant Commissioner (Actinisiiionl, Jnllun- 
dur shall have jurisdiction oser the areas as mentioned in the 
following Table : 

TABIF 

Inspecting Assistant Conimissio- Jullundm, Kapurthala, 
ncr of Income-tax, Acquisition Hoshiarpiir, Bhatinda, 

Range, lullundur. Ferorepnr and Faridkot 

Districts of Punjab. 


This order shall come into force with effect from 311-11-1979 
After Noon, 

[No. 3159/r, No. 316/842/79- T] 
S. R. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

(WifW fipf fTTR) 

(iff¥T TTTT ) 

T^ fjim, I 1 TTT, 19 86 

«Pro WTci 717. — TTitfwT RTK TrtrfTTT, 1 976 ( 1 976 

R 2 1 ) trnr 1 1 sTtpRi ( 1 ) 3 rrr irr TtfipfR ipr srT'm 

ipTT ^rr, T-rlT TfRR, nRURT '-if TTti RTpil 4 R' 411 

l^t-TnrTRTPT TpfrT #' 47 , TrTTl^TtT 44 TRST eTR) jl 

T«rr 12 TT 4 , 1 980 T BTRiT 31474 u lyS.I t't TTTR 
JfT^ TTTT TtIt Epr TT Trftl ijr mr T fTaifirT 47 THf ^ Ftt^T 
TfrTT sfl tj ITT n TPqST T ^rq if 44 # 474 # I 

[TWT rrsBo-i-i/sO-RRo RXo ^to] 
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(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 11th March. 1980 

S.O. 717. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 11 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri I, H. Darwajkar as the Chairman of the Durg-Rainand- 
gaon Oramin Bank, Rajnandgaon and specifies the period 
commencing on the 12th March, 19S0 and ending with the 
11th March, 1983 as the period for which the said Shri 

I. H, Darwajkar shall hold office as such Chairman. 

[No. F. M/80-RRB] 

13 Rnr, i98 0 

VTo wto 718. — Sn^tfidT ttEffiir xrftrffraR, 1976 (l97fi 
^rr 2 1 ) »iTf trnr 1 1 «iff ^snrr ( i ) iFn jRfft irrf^f tt spfpt 
jn, %rjf|Tr rtTJftn:, t^ipr “ift fwjrr'tr »rpT Tt 
trrtfrr (tT-rpir "PT ttRW ^ w 14 ftr^, 

1 980 ^ 5rTtT»T irtTT 13 mH, 1933 hhm sit stet) xierftr 
"Itr T 1x7 if ffTllfhr?T ipTTft ^ s-ftrrr ■‘dt fipiapr-fT 

HFT '3Tff if ttsipiT ^ *9 if *61 a dtrfj | 

[tfsarriXFo 1/23/7 “’ttP' 

fdffyr rpijyis* 

New Delhi, the 13th March. 1980 

S.O. 718 In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section II of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri Vishnu Kant Khan as the Chairman of the Mithila 
Kshetriya Gramin Bank, Darbhanga and specifies the period 
commencing on the 14th March, 1980 and ending with the 
13th March, 1983 as the period for which the said Shri 
Vishnu Kant Khan shall hold office as such Chairman. 

[No. F. 1-23/79-RRB] 
DINESH CHANDRA, Director 

rrf , 8 rpTrsP, 19 79 
wra-TT 

^ o SIT o 7 1 9. — %'-!fftr Mrqiflf IfTT JTfS, trht-'PT Xrftljpiio, 1 9 H 1 
(1961 dT 4'j) dff Ettri 121 ^ OTtTTO- (l) ffnr 5Rn ittffRtff 

>fff iPTffr dtrff 517, tprpT-tFPT 77: ipinwlfsT^ tppff wFu'^-4'tl ffo 

679 ['FTi' Tfo 1 87 / 2 / 7 -l-wnPPT (ff-l)], tirFfiJ- 20-7-74 ff 
id' ima *f hTTSTf'fFitrT if.T;TT I I 

’TtTlfo 21-dt xflT 21-*: FTMT ( l). (2) 5(V (3) 

% tff%, fr^FTK if ’"'TET 97; hfriTFdfuFT SThtfeiTt ^ 

TTrrhfV, Xt'Tf^ 1 — 

wpT-dtT ipim urbrnfroT 

xmjfff 

1 2 3 


'' 2 I.T ofiPT6T?-Il iTtrPT 1- *rRTTriE9t^ThTWrit9rrrrf%tT, inrPT 

2- „ „ „ ,, „ „ “l»l if7 

3. „ „ „ „ „ TfooiPIJ, 

4- ,, .. „ „ „ „ ((5^ I 


1 2 3 

5. 

6. oaiu 

7. 7T.ij+l ur*6*1-i 

8. ffitR irFdtT-ii 
9- T«Ftf trfrfT, 

10 . fp^rr ffifr 

11. tFn:rrf%^-4, jtset 

2ir. dTiJfsr^ 1 . tpR ?if%^-l, dthtr^ 

2. jj „ “ffi ,, 

3. „ „ -ITT, „ 

4 . Ttrcnff rrf%sr 1, TI, ITT, TV iftr 
V 

. 8 . ftTHT rnfdPT »Tf%5r, 

6. ^ (TO 'irhrr^^T 

7. ^SS'fntpri JTf%sr 

8. fflFTfr nfTET 

9. 

I 0. tnr >Tf«P!T" 

1.6-11-79 tf ttopfr filiff I 
[jfa 306 . 3 / 9)10 ffo 1 8 7/2 S/ 79 - 51 R iTr (n- 1 )] 

central board Of direct taxes 

New Delhi, the Rth November, 1979 
INC. DM E-TAX 

S.O. 719. — In e,xercise of the powers conferred by suh-scetion 
(1) of Section 121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), 
the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following 
amendments to the Schedule appended to its Notification No. 
679/(H. No, ■|87/2/74-lT(AI) dated 20-7-74 as ammeoded from 
time to time. 

Existing entries under columns (1), (2) and (3) against SI. 
Nos. 21-A and 21 -E shall be substituted by the following 
entries ; — 

SCHEDUI E 


Commissioner Head (Juartcri Jurisdiction 

of Income lax 


21A. Tamil Nadu-II Madras 1, ED-Cum-IT Circle, 

2. ED-Cum-IT Circle, 
Thanjavur. 

3. ED-cum-IT Circle, 
Coimbatore. 

4. Ed-cum-lT Circle, 
Mavlurai. 

5. Vel'ore Ciiclc. 

6 . Company Ciicle-II, 
Madras, 

7. Salem Cirde-1 

8 . Salem Circle-Il 

9. Company Circle, 
Salem, 

10. Krishna, girl Circle. 

11. City Circle-IV, 
Madras. 
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( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


21E Coimbatoic Coimbatore. 1. City Circle-T, 

Coimbatore. 

2. City Circlc-ll, 
Coinibntore. 

City Circic-ITI, 
Coimbatore. 

4. CoiTiiiaav Circle-I, II, 
III, IV. tk. V, 
Coimbatore. 

3. Spl. Survey Circle, 
Coimbatore, 

ti. Salary Circle, 
Coimbatore. 

7. Ootacamuud circle. 

8. Pollachi Circle. 

9. Tiruppiir Circle. 

10. Erode Circle. 

Thi« Qoiifiqation shall take effect from 15-11-79. 

INo. 306.1/r, No, lg7/25/79-IT (Al)] 

fff fotrt, 29 1979 

Wo wio 72 0.' — trww wfijftrnr, 

1961 (l96l 5171 43) ^ STHT 121 ^ tJ(f(rnT(l) ?ni Wff 
dwifli w sfiftir ^rwRjfT wff 

Wo 679 (wo Wo I 87 / 2/74 WTo W('l-l) ffrtlwr 20 
Tjwrf, 1974 ^ wwa >3 fffeqrwRsPT tfwtfilff 

: — 

ipw Wo 5 , 5 W wk 5 W i wnffl wnw (i), (2) nk 
(3) Jr r<«iw iw ijfqfoif t wqrw Tr fwRtwfiiw wWkqt 

www^^ 


WTq-wT wT^qw 

ijqqiwq 

wrewJwT 

(1) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

' s w ^-1 

ijrqf 

1. ‘qtqfftffkrw-l 


2 . 

3. ^feiqr wf%w ^IITWT wiwf 

^ wfirrTfJwT % nftwr, 
WTtrwr W wii 9iT wt 
wt?^ wf%w-I — wk II w 
kwkiftw fqkwTT ^ 

wkr wk qq^Tw, wfw- 
WTT wlwirttdc rfn+^hpr 
i8*JtMliT, WTWW i^WWFT, WPT- 
qpr-sqqwpfr ilfk tTWlfWllT, 
qFfWTJ 5fk tkw-wryff qt 

ww Jr qrr Tt 

«ir»dq’i ^7 wiw^ I 

4. ftTtWWfWW-lII 


s-wr ^tw^wfT-IIl WRt 1. wWFft wkiW-IIT 

2. fqkfVwwwrwfrw-ll 

3. W-qk — -WTW wkniPT trWTWW 
% lyq ir qnrqF; tfTT^ <0% 

wyfr sqfkrwf Sfr wtw% wk 

WFPWr Wwfwnw, 1961 % 
wqwOT ^ wtfk wT^w 
qr wikff am ww^- 

V r- -VI- n- ^ ft 

H ^FT% '^TWIT ^ ^ 

wijT-III qTt 

mrwtq wfwTTkffT Jr fiww 
Ir wk wt WTqqrr wi^tr 
w^rr-lll, ^ 

FTpftq wfintikwr # ftww 
^ ^Ik ^ wrqqn: WFjqw 
W^T-lII, if WWR 
^ wtflw fqwrfkr ffarqr^ Jqr 
flTWlt} I qr Wff WTWwt wt wk 
qrr sfr wifemwfiFW-I wk II 
if fqwt^ ^Jr fwafkPrqt 

% Wwt WtW^ aft trtqWT 
wi^qw *i5'-IITi 

^r wwiT Jr, wiqqtT wlwfqqw 
1961 % wq^ % wiftw wr 
wiqifit. wftrfwqw, 1022 % 
trtwwft wqwwt ^r wtflw qi 

WkWe wferwqw, 1961 ^r 

ww wqqtfT % wifrw 
fqrt[ qq wt^ qr wkwf 

jm fVik wq Jr w% ifH 

qq I I . 

A fqiFW wkiw, 

5 . fqqtwwfw-IU 
0 , qrqqrc wftrfqqw, i96i Jr 
qqiqroHlfqW wwj wqfSrqt 
ftrq% WTwr qr ^ ww 
iqqwrq % ^qq wqtw, fJnw- 
fJrfJrr qri/wfwr/fwJr qft 
^wpftq wfwqnkwT Jf ftww 
f qfk qr Iff ffffff 

t^iq^ fjqw ftqtt Wk Wff[qw 

wfwqqfkrr wifr ^ t — ^ 

qr-Iwk j 
qr-Il qi^ 
qr-lll qii 
qj-IV qitj 
qr-V qii 

5. X 

1 - q-Ill qi^ 

2. W-IIIffT* 

3. ift<iw^V (qftffff) 


1267 GV/79-5. 
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(l) __ (2) (3) 

4 . 

5 . 

6. W<fr>T il «IT 

^ wnfFi 

^ <iEn: ^ 

010 Ml II WiW 

f fJFm TW fW WWTT ^ 

oift jw 1^ 

tflT 1 f^TOm:, 1979 

^ ^ *<Vt 

8?! of fr, ^ 

OTOwf ^ 'ahwT ^ ^- 

frfirT of! % 

vftiTT <01 # 

fotiM— 

( i ) foo TnwT'I 

(ii) ^THWTorr-II 

(iii) lOFTofow 

(iv) onoifl oftw-l ?r VI 

(v) Tiirft ofiFT I 

(frill 

(vi) vfoouft ofhoio or»M 

(vii) nfireio olw i 

Of M 2-1979 ^ SHTOfr fWI I 

[H'o 3n79/OiTot» 187/2l/79-sn'o0f®(o<>-I)] 

Now Delhi, the 29tli November, 1979 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. ■ 720i — In exercise of Ihc powers conferred by sub-sectfon 
(I) of section 121 of the lucomc-tax Act. 1961 (41 of 1961), 
the Central Board of Direct Taxes, hereby makes the following 
amendments to the Schedule appended to iis Notification No. 
679 (I-. No, 1R7/2/74-IT(AI) dated 20th July, 1074, as amended 
from time to time. 

Existing entries under Columns (I), (2) A (3) against Serial 
Nos, 5 , .3B and 51 shall bo substituted by the followinp entiles . — 

.SCKEDI.ILR 

Commissioner of Head Quarters Jurisdiction 
Income tax 

0) (2) (3) 

5. Bombay City-I Bombay 1 . Companies Orcle-I 

2. Bombay Circle. 

3. Professionals Circle- 
dealing with cases of 
all persons, engaged la 
the carrying on of 
medical profession 
and profession as law- 
yers, Ad'-ocates, Soli- 
citors, Registered 
Accountants, Cost- 


(1) (2) |3> 


Accountants, Income- 
tax Practitioner's and 
as Engineer; , Archi- 
tects and Maarge- 
ment Consultants in 
the territorial limits 
of Greater Bombay 
except those c.ases 
which are assessable 
in Survey Circle-I A 

ir. 

4. Special Circle-I, 

5B. Bombay City-llf Bombay. 1. Companies Circle-Ill 

2. Eoieign Companies 
rircic-ll. 

3. X-\3'ard dealing with 
cases of all persons 
carrying on business 
as road uansport ope- 
rators and all ca.ses 
assigned by any order 
o- orders under the 
provisions of I.T. 
Act, 1961 of the asses- 
sees having their 
principal place of 
business or profession 
in territorial juris- 
diction of the Com- 
missioner of Income- 
tax. Bombay City-111, 
Bombay and who are 
assessed or assessable 
in Commissioner of 
income-tas, Bombay 
City-III, Bombay 
chat gc or asscssces 
whose cases are speci- 
fically assigned to the 
charac of Commissio- 
ner of Income-tax, 
Bombay City-III 
Bombay by virtue ol 
any ordei or orders 
under the provision.s 
of the I T Act. 1961 
or under the corres- 
ponding provisions 
of the Indian Income- 
tax Act, 1922 and any 
other provisions of 
the 1. T, Act, 1961, 
except tho.se cases 
which are assessable 
in Survey Circle-I & 
TI, 

4. Film Circle. Bombay. 

5. Special Circle 111. 

6. All Cornpanies as 
defined in the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 having 
principal place of 
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(0 (I> 0) 


business or profession 
or vocation in the 
torritoiial jmisJiclion 
of the following 
Warls/Circles/ Dis- 
tricts and over which 
no other Comissioner 
at Bombay hold juris- 
diction at present. 

A-I Ward, 

A-II Ward, 

,A-1II Ward, 

A-IV Ward, 

A-V Ward. 

51. BombaV City-X. Bombay. 1. c- HI Ward. 

2. B-in Ward. 

3. B.S.D. (West), 

A B.S.D. (North). 

5. Toreign Section. 

fi. Survey Circles I & 
II — dealing with all 
new cases not hithei to 
assessed to Income 
tax and where no 
return of income has 
been filled before the 
first day of Decem- 
ber, 1979, in the terri- 
torial limits of Great- 
ter Bombay escept 
those cases assessed/ 
assessable within the 
jurisdiction of-- 

(i) Salaries Branch-I. 

(ii) Salaries Branch-I I . 

(iii) Ti list Circle. 

(iv) Crimpanie.s Ciiclos-I 
to VI. 

(v) Foreign Companies 
Circle I & U. 

(vi) Non-resident Re- 
fund Circle. 

(vii) Bombay Refund 
Circle.” 

This notification shall take effect from 1-12-1970. 

[No. 3079/F, No. 1 87/21 ;'-79-IT (A-Dl 

27 firtnfT, 1979 

ww-sw: 

fio W" 721 . — iRW fT 
1961 (l961 ft 43 ) aft HITT 126 jm !TTOT Itfwflt ft 
snfbr 517 , ii89 [iito tfo i87/i7/7s-in< 

(tj-I)], tnftv 1 XdaO, 1976 dMiaj ^ Tprrfo 82 
f9ifipr iir«t(id4t 5?t, ^ rfo 1 (ttro 55 / 

a33/G3->n< ift), trrdar is rrt, i964 onr smiwiftw it nf 
it, ntfMiTT J I 

[i® 311o/fr» 18S/374/79-tri^ii 


New Delhi, the 27th December, 1979 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 721. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 126 of the Income-tp Acl. 1961, the Central Board 
of Direct Taxes hereby deletes the entries pertaining to SI. 
No. 82 of the Schedule annexed to Notification No. UF. No. 
55/233 /63-IT), doted the 18ih May, 1964, inserted by Notifi- 
cation No. 1189 [F. No, 187/ 17/7 54T(AI)] dated the 1st 
January, 1976. 

rNo, 3110/F. No. 185/374/79-ITCAI)] 

=Tf 18 wrfr, 19S0 

(wnt-fT) 

flo Wo 722 dOMC BFT srfttftrrtr, 1961 

(l961 ft 43 ) it STTT 80 -® it TTOTn ( 2) («) Sm tFW 
nftfla) 57 srtft>r grr it ir*rsf Sli?!) nftfftr 
7TOT tjif mqf, Itftt triftr, hr* 5'7, 773 uitt % aTtifirf 
i Ply Hig TTJtT st fa vr 1 3 ^ 1 4 s Pi tpirt i i 
vT if trftnjfwtt 5TTtfr 1 

[ifo 3112 iFro Jfu 1 76/38/79-STrt tft (n-T)] 
i)o rrjTo Frt^, STgr fffiA I 

New Delhi, the 18th January, 1980 
aNCOME TAX) 

5.0. 722. — Id exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2)(b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act. 1961, 
(43 of 1961) the Central Government hereby notifies Sri 
Prasanna Venlcntesu Perumal Snnnidhi Volnkkudi, Mannarpudi 
Taluk, Tanjore District, Tamil Nadu to be a place of public 
worship of tenown throughout the State of Tamil Nadu for 
the purposes of the said Section. 

fNo. 3U2/F. No. 176/38/79-IT(Al)] 
B. M. SINGH, Under Secy, 

trf 28 'fitfl'Cl, 1980 

(wa-Ktt) 

wro wto 723:— smm wfa Ptan , laei (i96i 57 43) 
it srnr 194 f it ^-mrr (3) i trw (iii) % :i5-4rnr 
(sr) i WijtTTitr if, irffir trwn:, rr^^aro, ft7f77, iffT7 
tray tftmV if 737 i 

i Prt wfwg;fi?T Ttrtit ^ 1 

[tfo 770 rfo 27.6/71/ 7 9-4tr7'trr (5-a7)] 
rrtTo WTo ^ I 

New Delhi, the 28th February, 1980 
INCOME TAX 

8.0. 723. — In pursuance of sub-clause (f) of clause (iii) 
of sub-section (3) of section 194A of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Gcvemmcni hereby notifies 
the Pratap Spinning, Weaving and Manufacturing Company 
Limited, AmaJner, for the puipose of the said sub-clause. 

[No. F, No. 275/71/79-rr(B)I 
S. R. WADHWA. Dy, Secy. 

HWW TT ^ 

PtHfl, ll^Wrft, 1980 

Wo wio 7 24 — SIWM VT it#, snwr 
1961 {1961 57 43 ) it sm 122 it ^TUrTT ( 1) JTTT STOW 

sifWf w sTifhr 5t7^ jtr wk tH tWar tt tr»ft ^(itR 
it irfifwiw TOt gtt, ktr ft fi it# it # 

(1) if enm (spftK), 

riv ( 2) Jf ttwNf’^ # PffiffaM wwt 
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<rr»t Rk firtfr t PrafPw ^ frnrf % 


qk ii qq mfr sqfkqt wk rirI qfi okqn: fiqqqd rtar Rfir- 
qqfxRT RTqqTT ririf (spffR) ir fqfftq ft rr^ ?qqr tt qTqq 

— 

RfTRR qrrqqit qR^w (qrflR) 

R^g^ 



1 

2 

1. 

( 1 ) RTqqn: fqvlR rrfTR, qt![nfr 1 

( 2 ) R^spq Rftw ft; Rsd Ri*, • 

( 3 ) nIi[iifV, qRqnd. q**6rR, 

aTri^, ftniq, fqRRT, qnkrq^ 
qfk Rq<awT RTqqrr qirR) ft; 
Rxfi qrt 1 

2- 

( 1 ) RTqq;^ %qfiq Rfftw, t 

( 2 ) Rtqqr qRr RIRTT qfqqj, 

1 

( 3 ) fqnilf, fqq^f^, aik^re, 
qtRTRRt, fqqqrqq, qPriq qfk 
krjT RPTAA rrfftwi ft; R*fr qii 1 


aftf RTJPPT Rfipsr, ari qr fw qr wnr w Rf&- 
im t5*Fr ^ fip^ Rjq ^ ^ arrjTT ft, 

gtr armr fffw, Tri qr En^r arr qw 5t Prt^ qxf f?nsift»fl 

?r qwl nftr ^ ^r, q? wrqqrc qftw, ait 

qr ftmi qr otw »rnr iRrftq jqr ft, q^rqqr wr^ (*nfl?r) 
% qr»w qw qfl mfkr ^ sir 5^ wfipr arM m qrtlw 

^ fttR AKlw Tl q^ wft^fqqr jrqrfl ^ ft, m itar %, f^qq.1 
<jw qftw, qr# qr fw qi '‘irn' arqfrfr gw ft, qinqq^ 
Ri^ (r^) t 1 Raqftq qfl antpft rIt qftl to qr qmfqifti- 
qjftqr i 

qg RtWgnqr is-i-isso ll rri^ ftlql i 

[llo 3125('«roRo 2ei/25/78-RT4 d^)] 

(CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES) 

New Delhi, The 11th January, 1980 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 724. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961) and in supersession of all the previous notifications In 
this regard, the Central Board of Direct Taxes, hereby directs 
that Appellate Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax of the 
Ranges specified in Column (1) of the Schedule below, shall 
perform their functions in respect of all persons and income asses- 
sed to Income-tax in the Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts 
specified in the corresponding entry in column (2) thereof exclu- 
ding all persons and incomes assessed to Income-tax over which 
the jurisdiction vests in Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals). 


APPELLATE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONERS 
SCHEDULE 

Range Income-tax Circle/Wards & 

Districts. 

1 2 

1. Gauhati Range Gauhati (i) Income-tax Special Circle, 

Gauhati. 

(ii) All Wards of Survey Circle, 
Gauhati. 

(ill) All Wards of Income-tax 
Circles, Gauhati, Halbari, 
Dhubri, Imphal, Dimapur, 
Shillong, Silchar, Karimganj 
and Agartala, 

2. Dibrugarh Range, (i) Income-tax Central Circle, 

Dibrugarh. Dibrugarh, 

(ii) E.D. Cum I.T. Circle, 
Dibrugarh. 

(iii) All Wards of Income-tax 
Circles, Dibrugarh, Digboi, 
Tinsukia, Jorhat, Golaghat. 
Slbsagar, Nowgong and 
Tezpur, 

Where any Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof stands transferred by this notification from one Range 
to another Range appeals arising out of the assessments orders 
made in that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof 
and pending immediately before the date of this Notification 
before the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range 
from whom the Income-tax Circle Ward or District or part 
thereof is transferred shall from the date of this notification 
takes effect be transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate 
Assistant Commissioner of the Range to whom the said Circle, 
Word or District or part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from 15-1-1980. 

[No. 3125 (F. No. 261/25/78-ITJ)] 

Rro RTo 72S. — %qflq qrow qtx alt, RTqqrT: qfirfqqq, 
1961 (1961 qq 43) lA eim 121-Ar qf) yquntT (l) ira 
qqn Rfeqf qq qqpi jt Rk qk! qf Rfir- 

qqpiT % RiftpR 3qi-tK«i Jr, nif fqkr kn ft fq; R ^yd 

it (i) Jr fqfqfe RRqraqf Rrqqn: (r^), 

«naq ( 2 ) Rk ( 3 ) ^ qftrfwqf ii fqfqftss 

RTqqiT qi^, Rf%xr, f^raf Rk kff ir Riqqri; qq qf?iqn qr xqiar- 
qtr ir fqqflkr ^ aqftfiqt ^ qk ii, sfl rtaat RfsrPiqq, igei 
«|Et urn 246 Ad 'JARTO ( 2 ) ^ (v) d (of) nr, qirqtfi 

(wnq) RfiiTT Hfafkrq, i964 (i964 %T 7 ) qfi snr 2 qd 

^qqiTT ( 1 ) Rk xqmr Rfnfqqq, 1974 (1974 qq 45 ) 
^ RKT IS qd gqRTcr (1) d fqt^ <fi Rikff ir 

iqfqq ft, Rk *qftiiqf qr sqfe-qf ^ qift qS) qurw Ri, 
finr. ^ RTqqr^ RfirPiqq, i96i ^ Ritr 246 qd aqtmr 
( 2 ) 4 ? Rv» (i) ^ Bqapaif Rjrnr fqkr ftqr ft qr Rfirnr 
ir fqkr f?qi qq qr^q qk^ 1 



RTOTniqRk RiqqtT qii Rk rrfqqr Rpqqr rtatt rt^ 

^RqfRR (ftkiwR % kr) 

1 2 3 

RT^ (r^) I. qjRpfr Rf%R' II, VII, 1 . tnnqqr rtjw 
1 — XV, XViRkXX (fqftwR), fkrkR 
2, fqq(q rriw — XV 1 y, qt frofi 



827 


l;»rFTlt — 3 (ii)] 


] 2 
3. ^qi 

4- ^ Ft%fT 

5. (artr 306 ) 

I 

»TKTw 1. ^rpniT ttr^ 

(f^sm), I[-g^, (frrrsiTor) f4srfT»r 

ll^,ll-w, IT-ff, II'-T ^ l-^Tj »ff 
^ TI-^ 4ft 


«nd Col. (3) thereof as are aggrieved by any of the order? men- 
tioned in clauses (a) to (h) of sub-section (2) of Section 246 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 in sub-section (1) of Section-II of 
Companies (Profits) Sur-tax Act, 1964 (7 of 1694) and in sub- 
section(l) of Section 15 of the Intorost-tax Act, 1974(45 of 1974) 
and also in respect of such persons or classes of persons as the 
Board has directed or may direct in future in accordance with 
provisions of clause (i) of sub-scction (2) of Section 246 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 

SCHEDULE 


Charges with Income-tax-Wards/ Range of Insperting 

Headquarters Circles and Districts. Assistant Commis- 

sioner of Income- 
tax. 


tTTTtr 4a ri44w : ttr^ 22 , i98o/^ 2 , 1902 


3 

2 . rtyrar nitjw 

1 =4, fotfr 1 


xrr^ 

(trfrH)-III, 

5rf 


wtwr rrr^ 1 , 

('irftrT)-^, (PrOem), lV-47, ff^tfrem)' fa-ffhff 

4 ^ fitrot IV-’T, IV-T wVr tV-ST, ^ TV-®, 

^ «) wftT- 

^rifert % snfhT ?nift 


trrtiwi 

(b^)-VI, 


1 . — 1. K^PT4t STt^W 

2 . ftw in-4t rnrl Pmkri 

3 . fwr HI-v if trrfr srri ^ ftwff 


4 . ftsrtrr Ill-r Jr rnf) 2 . < 1 ^ 14 + rrr^ 
«rT^ (1Jrdsp>r) pHufi ri 

3 . HiJW4f 

(frrfwr) 

Jtf ferff 


(ti^)-vTr, 


rt^trmt 3<i44< tariff; 

(fjrffsnr) V-^t, 
V^, V-tr, V-tr rftt 
V-i^, 

xj Psd I % smbr 
*r»ft arv/rrfiRf 


1 . tr^TW nn^ 
(faxtspir) ProfW 
^ V-sf, Jtf feHf 


ar^ 4(1 ^ ernprtr qi-J m" Ps^r ar stpt trftr- 

axrr rruHTtPr Jr fetfr sr^ rtrrirrtPT wT tr^d^ ^ 
tstrar ^ srpr^tr rtftrr, irr m stw Jr 
ftitj mi firatrwf Jr tjm ^pf) trk tjrr rTTWimT %, ftreJr 
45 errmPT rrfr^, ar f^si r ar 33r4tr tn3T sr-nPed jm |I, 
wmBT WT^ Jt ?rtw TP trPa^w "fP trrfi^ ^ ^ sifirtr 
epM OT mfhr Jr fw dpftw ir^ trftr^fmtr smp^t ^nP 

siKhlun *Jt, fjins'l 4ra dl-i 4T PtitiT ar enm 

rr^pftti jxrr vraanc tn^ aip trmfcr ^ sntitff eiPt prfrOT 

97: <m44i^P aPPm | 

af trfij^^ai 14 - 1-1980 Jr axjrfp jpfp i 

[Po 3126 (TTTopo 2ei/ls/79-tTTf Pp iP)] 

S.O. 725. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 121A of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961) and in partial modification of the notification issued 
earlier, the Central Board of Direct Taxc.s hereby direct that the 
Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals) of the charges specified 
in Col. 1 of the Schedule below, shall perform their functions 
in respect of such persons assessed to Income-tax or Sur-tax or 
Interest-tax in the Income-tax Wards, Circles, Districts and 
Ranges specified in the corresponding entries in columns (2) 


2 


3 


Commissioners 
(Appeals)-!, 
New Delhi. 


Commissioners 
(Appeals)-III, 
New Delhi. 


Commissioners 
(AppealsHV, 
New Delhi. 


Commissioners 
(Appeal5)-VI, 
New Delhi. 


Commissioners 
(Appeals)- vn. 
New Delhi. 


1 . Company Circles- 
II, VII, XV, XVI 
and XX. 

2. Special Circle-XV 

3. Salary Circles 

4. Private Salary 
Circles 

5. T.D.S. (Section 
206) Circles. 

All WardsfCircles 
within the juris- 
diction of I.A.C. 
of Income-tax, 
Range-U-B, H-C 
II-D, U-E, n-F & 
U-G, New Delhi. 

All Wards/Circles 
within the jurisdic- 
tion of I.A.Cs., 
of Income-tax 
Ranges-IV-A, 
IV-C, IV-E & 

IV- F, New Delhi. 

1. Company 
Circle-IX 

2. All Wards in 
Distt. III-A 

3. All Wards in 
Distt. IK-B 

4. All Wards in 
Distt. ni-E 

All Wards/Circles 
within the juris- 
diction of lACs 
of Income-tax 
Ranges-V-A, V-B, 

V- C, V-D, & V-E, 
New Delhi. 


1. I.A.C. Assess- 
ment Range-I E, 
New Delhi. 

2. I. A. C. Assess- 
ment Rangc-IF, 
New Delhi, 


1. I. A. C. Assess- 
ment Range-n H, 
New Delhi. 


1, I. A. C. Assess- 
ment Rangc-IV-G 
New DolH. 


1. I. A. C. Assess- 
ment Range-in- 

E, New Delhi. 

2, I. A, ,C. Assess- 

ment Range-m- 
F, New Delhi. 

3. I. A. C. Assess- 
ment Range-HI- 
C, New Delhi. 

1. I. A. ,C. Assess- 
ment Range-V- 

F, New Delhi. 


Whereas an Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts or part 
thereof stands transferred by this Notification from one Charge 
to another Charge, appeals arising out of assessments made in 
that Income-tax Qrcles, Ward or District or part thereof and 
pending immediately before the date of this Notification before 
the Commissioner of Income-tax of the Charge from whom the 
Income-tax Circle, Ward, or District or part thereof is transferred 
shall, from the date of this Notification taken cflect, be trans- 
ferred to and dealt with by the Commissioner of Income-tax 
of the Charge to whom the said Circle, Ward or District or 
part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from 14-1-1980. 

[No. 3126 (F. No, 261/1 8/79-ITJ)] 
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iiT* 736. — %’ttir siTOW ¥7 <rni¥7 nft- 

1961 (1961 ¥T 4'j) 4?! RITT 122 ift ^WUI (l) 
IP7T Run wfiMf Rk kfim HRR JOTFl iTT^ Tnffl «RI 
?rfTCTt ¥T HRtH ¥7^ ifk Jf W<ft 

Hlvl 1>7^ pr. ^ fV ^ 7^^ 

( 2 ) if kff ^ ^T^FplT tf Pi U TT *rf^ (TTfhl), 

TITER ( 3 ) *r TRHTRfrft irkferf Jr ftrfJriw: rtwt Rfanfr 

ItTT RTW7 TlftiHl if RTW^ RT Rft[¥T JT ftrHfftff 'tJt Rtft 
Rrfwff rYt RPTf ^ RTER, *19% fPTt ¥T TTErT 


1961) and or all other powers enabling it in that behalf and in 
supersession of all the previous notifications in this regard, the 
Centra! Board of Direct Taxes, hereby directs that the Appellate 
Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax of the ranges specified in 
column (2) of the Schedule below, shall perform their functions 
in respect of all persons and incomes assessed to income-tax or 
Sur-tax in the Income-tax Circles by the Income-tax Ofifleer 
specified in the corresponding entry in column (3) thereof:— 

SCHEDULE 


TR JtR wrwt nkiR tik viRRit, wRi^rfr 

Ro 

1 2 3 

1 . Rrfiw («*fl7r), 'V 1 RT*-¥,Trx^ 

tJOTTRR TTRlFk Rli-W, 7TR¥k 

RT^-R, TDPRTf 
Rlt-R, ■'IRWle 
RT^-R, <N¥li 
q i 4-R, TTgRtk 

Rf¥H, TtWlR 

2 . RIRIR? RWt 

3. rWY Rf¥H 

2 R?nr¥ wT^ (*r^), 1 . rt*-® r(k erfttfkE-a, 

Yr, JJiqTSTR TTRRk TTR¥k 

RT*-R, TTirTk 
RT*-*r, TTRRfk 
R|4-^, el'll qi'le 
Rr*-e,7mk 
Rrt-5, TTRRtli' 

RT*-^, TIRRik 
Rli-R, TTRWk 
RT*-R,TtRP^ 

RTJ-R, <T'R¥k 

IrrIR RfRtW, TTRlRli’ 

2. RirrtRt WT^, TrmRT 

«(¥« 

3. sfkRRT TrfRtR 

3 . RfPTV (Trfrrr) ^WT- 1 . RriRRRT f^TRJr t^ 

fVJ, RTRRRT Wr^ RTrfRR' ^ I 

2. iji'-ila RfRi'H'i 'RTRRRT 

3. ^ rTtR 

4. R^Rten^ (R^R),^¥n- 1- ■‘FTRJrr RktR 

RR, RTRRRT 2. RRkft ^ 

RR rtftl^RT ^ flkfw Jr jfkt ^ 7nft rrfl^ rr 
mfWr & ^ Rklw R?t R? wftl^(RRT strirI fRfl Yr ¥ R^- 
RRt WIR¥t RI^ (RRkr) ¥t ^R RfRg^RT % R^RTT 

: 3 r; Pft l tr'I.llU r 17 wftirRnlTRT wnfkr R?r RREf'’ Rk RR Rt 

RtTRRT^t ^ TFFft ' 

RH ir rR^-RR T fTRtW 15-1-1930 R RRT'tl I 

[Ro 3127 (¥To Ro 2Gl/H|79-Rrf^tR)] 

S.O, 726t^In exorcise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 


SI. Range Income-tax Circles & Income- 

No. tax Officer, 

1 2 3 

1. Appellate Assistant I. Ward- A, Rajkot 
Commissioner 'A' Ward-B, Rajkot 

Range, H.Q. Rajkot. Ward-C, Rajkot 

Ward-D, Rajot 
Ward-E, Rajkot 
Ward-F, Rajkot 
Central Circle, Rajkot 

2. Junagadh Circle. 

3. Morvi Circle. 

2- Appellate Assistant 1. Ward-G & Addl. O Rajkot. 
Commissioner ‘B’, Ward-H, Rajkot 

Range H.Q. Rajkot. Ward, -I, Rajkot. 

Ward-J, Rajkot. 

Ward-K, Rajkot. 

Ward-L, Rajkot. 

Ward-M; Rajkot. 

Ward-N. Rsjkot. 

Ward-P, Rajkot. 

Ward-R, Rajkot. 

Spl. Survey Circle, Rajkot. 

2. A.C.E.D., Rajkot Circle. 

3, Porbandar Circle. 

3. Appellate Assistant 1. Jamnagar Circle including 

Commissioner, H.Q. S.I.C. 

Jamnagar. 2. Ontral Circle, famnagar. 

.3. Bhuj Circle, 

4. Appellate Assistant 1. Bha^ncgal Ciale. 

Commissioner, H.Q,, -■ Amreli Circle, 

Bhavnagar. 

All Appeals in respect of any assessoe pending immediately 
biforo the date of this Notification shall, from the date of this 
N.atification takes effect, be transferred to and den It with by the 
Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range who has juris- 
diction over that assessec as per this notification. 

This notification shall take effect from 15-1-1980. 

[No. 3127 (F. No. 261/14/79-111)] 

ffto Xtfo 7 27- — i'rflR tPR«¥7 RR¥7 RfWm, 

19G1 (1961 ¥T 43 ) ¥t Um 122 ^ RRRPT ( l) ITTt tPtW 
wfiglff sfk ?R kfReT wf Tisf) F<fV R-tl STftlPff ¥T 

triTk ¥7^ JtT, rWR FftrgTTT rfo 2948 ('liTo Tfo 

26i/9/79-irrf d s(), arfrtr 21 - 7-79 tt RnnoT"! p?;, 
Yrt $ Pp ift% ^ ( 2 ) ir fitftrfwr 

7ff smiFT (wY't), 'TT’t ( J) Jf rtwurtjy 
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tiror ^ 22. i 98 ii/' 4 w 2, 1902 


ffWciff if WT^m Tmt. tfft ftwf ff ^rmrr 

(ftr ^ froffttr ^r4'r sirf^f tjVr wnff vt ^trct, 

WFTTT ^ PrtrffTTT ^ vftl WUft ^ TSt^. qT 

wf^TTfrqr amJT: wpjw; (*rff(T), if Prf^ % ^rqif pwt tt qr=nT 

T^if I 


WK[qft 

qq? ¥ir wmrT: qftfr, sni ^ffr ftr% 

Wo 


1 2 

1 . WWTTW, wn; 


2 ^TT, Tf'wf 


3. ^TTOTTC ifw, WTTqrrrq 


3 

1 wf%w-l, 

2. 2, 

3 . ’T'l'fa-:, wf^, w<awii 

4. %-jfTr wfww, 1, 2, 3, 
^^5Fr5< 

5. ^rt^^'T, 

(i. WPTTT WTW?' 

Wf 5 pT, "|<*W 5 
7 WWW 
K. ■awTMf 
9 wnrwqfr 

1 ^(t^'rwfTW 

2 

3 . f;(i'5r4f 

4. 3Rnj 

s tfl^VpT 

fi, srsftw^ tjfr 

7. fffWT^T 
s. 

9. wnt^uj'i^c 

1 0. ^'-stw wf%w, 

1 1. w-wri, wf%w-2, ^rwraw 

r^ i wM «rt# 

jftWT I 

1 . wfirW“ 1 , i^ii'Mi'^ 

2 . Wr'PT-2, 5WW 

w-wrr, wfq?w-2, jjrwmrr 
fwwwT ’jwny 
wfrwfim t I 

3. 

4. TnffjT 
s. WMn'lfr 

8 . ’crw^ 

7. >r »(l w n i i; 

S- 

9. 

10. fw'fttnr? 


ir^ wnww wfVw, wrw tt ftrwr wr www wrw cw 
im cpr ir ftwt ww w-JifTTr ^ wiwr ft, 
wft ww trwPT; wfVw, wni wr wr ww% ww if wq 
Prakuff if W8TW ^ wrrff *rt7: ww fww^ wf wnwr 

wfvw, WT* JTT ftmr WT wrm ww wwrfiw jwr ft, w^^rtf 
( w<ftw) % WWW W ^ WT^ if ^ wfsra tpfw 

^ WRfw if wrtfw Tf tw wfaww snrrtf ft, ww 
^ir fww'^ wwi wr>FW, wrt wr fTwr wr ww^r ww wwfiw, 


jwr ft, w^rw wr^wi (w^ffw) qff w-wfrw ^SV WKr^-rflT wiff 

WW qr ’FpfwTWf I 

mi wftr^wwr i 4 -i-i 98 n if snrwf ftrtt 1 

[q'o 3128 ( 9570^0 2 8 l/s/? 9 -WTt "jf )] 
tjjwo wwwFP:, wwT wfqq 
ifT-lftw ITOW TT Wti- 

S.O 727. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf cr.d in 
modification of Notification No. 2948 (F. No. 261/9/79-IT,l) 
dated 21-7-79 in this regard, the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
hereby directs that Appellate Assistant Commissioners of Income 
tax, of the Ranges functioning in the Lucknow Charge specified 
in Column 2 of the Schedule below shall perform their functions 
in respect of all persons and incomes assessed to Income-tax 
and Super-tax in the Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts 
specified in the corresponding entry in Column 3 thereof exclu- 
ding all persons and incomes assessed to Income-tax over which 
the jurisdiction vest in Commissioner of Income-tax (Appeals). 


SCHEDULE 


SI. Range 

Income-tax Circles, Wards, 

No. 

Districts 

1 2 

3 

1 . Lucknow Range, 

1. Circle-I, Lucknow. 

Lucknow. 

2. Circle-II, Lucknow. 


3. Lucknow Circle, Lucknow, 

4. Central Circles I, II & m, 
Lucknow. 

5. Salary Circle, Lucknow. 

6. Estate Duty cum Income-tax 
Circle, Lucknow. 

7. Uimao. 

8. Rne Bareilly. 

9. Barabanki, 


2. B ircilly R ingc, 

1 . Bareilly Circle. 

Bareilly 

2. Nainital. 

3. Haldwani. 

4. Budaun 

5. Pilibhit, 

6. Lakhimpur Khcri. 

7. Sitapur. 

8. Hardoi, 


9, Shat(jahanpur, 

10. Central Circle, Bareilly. 

11. C-Ward, Circle-IL Moradabad 


with Headquarters at Bareilly. 

3. Moradabad Range 

1, Circle-I, Moradabad. 

Moradabad. 

2. Circle-II, Moradabad exclu- 


ding C-Ward. Circle-II Mora- 
dabad with Headquarters at 


Bareilly. 


3. Chandausi. 

4. Kashipur. 

3. Almora. 

6. Rampur. 

7. Najibabfld. 

8. Bijnor. 

9. Sambhal, 

10. Pithoragarh. 

Wh;reas the Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
hereof ,t inds tr-insfcrred by this notification from one Range to 
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anothsr Range, appeals arising out of the assessments made in 
that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and 
pending immediately before the date of this notification before 
the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range from whom 
that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is trans- 
ferred shall from the date of this notification takes effect be 
transferred to and dealt witli by the Appellate Assistant Com- 
missioner of the R.tnge to whom the said Circle, Ward or Dis- 
trict or part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from 14-1-1980. 

[No. 3128 (F. No. 261/9/79-ITJ] 
S. K. BHATNAGAR, Under Secy. 

Central Board of Direct Taxes 


WTt(-iTrT 

TRtt, 25 TTTfl, 1980 

wtJ wtJ 728: — Ttnnn: trRrf'tT'r, isct mrr 252 
( 5 ) am tKsT-rrf^f 'u tofFr 5 ^ tmrrT srfhr 
wraTTyr % rrsm trtftRrf^ tatr w TTirro 

4it 1-3-1980 Jr tptmftfaTT ?: — 

"*rt^ rrnro ^ fftffi % w-cpiT tnr -omte 
Tt tTflcTf uVr SfT ffTW-ftTH •'in'rffs Jf 

WTT'TTor 1 " 

[*ro 17110 63 ai'it (t^)/79] 
#ro tfto lippTr, WKirer 
mtr-3frr mfrsr wrarror 

INCOME-TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL 

Bombay, the 25th February, 1980 

S.O. 728. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
section (5) of the Section 252 of the Incomc-Ta.x Act, 1961, 
the President. Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, hereby delegates 
further powers to the Vice President, as under, with effect 
from 1-3-1980, 

"Transfer of appeals and Applications from one Bench 
to another at different st.ntions within their respec- 
tive Zones." 

[No. F. 63-ld(AT)/79] 

T. D. SUCH, A, President Income-Tax 
Appellate Tribunal 


■ThflfiT 1«r iftFi HTFfi ^rr, jpR^'nr 

22'R4fr, 1980 

wlimipr 

4[to Stlo 729 -rffrmpF ttft'fiTirJr 1962 ’iff ttTTT 
8 iff 5f4TT Wfrtilff 4tT STTBr ’Ftff ^ ff, STTTo r^o JJ’FTT, I'ffuT- 
WW >111 3RTprf, 'tflW ’FTTSaffTF, 'Ft: fftf ^ 

tifft: utTirff tfiT wtr mmst, w^r Frtrrff rrnT siffr urpF 
^ ^ ■HuV^dHir' IPT TTlft pFff irff fFTlfi 23 ffflTrtr: l 968 

ill trftfffF't ^ ’FT’F Fpreff if Tfr-tfisF ^TTff WTT ^T-^TSTltr 

ifr siTC 60 31 (JOFT 33 ) •u ^rrtrr t 1 

’[r'rf l/SoWo 8/48/40/80/^10 2 / tfflTTJ^W)] 

ITTTo mro JJ^STT, ’PTTIJtrf 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL EXaSE 

Bangalore, the 22nd February, 1980 
(CUSTOMS) 

AMENDMENT 

S.O. 729. — In exercise of Ihe powers conferred by section 
8 of the Custom^ Act, 1962, J, R. N. Shukla, Collector of 
Ramataka Collcctoratc hereby approve whaif Nu, 31 (old 33) 
of the old Mangalore Port specified in the Table appended to 
the Notification dated 23rJ September 1968 issued by this 
Collectorale for Ihc unloading and loading of dutiable goods 
and unloading of food gr.ains other Government Cargo and 
Salt. 

[Notification No. 1/80/C. No. Vni/48|40|80 C2]Cus.] 
R. N. SHUKI.A, Collector 

^rtoF3«r ^ 

( tf^tr ijw fhmrtt wmw tnn fh Tnrfwt ) 

•rntn 

RITTO, 20 1980 

WTo 730. — tFftff FtTFl tifistffftTfirtT .88-89, 

I'-r o rpto ’TrfTriT, ’TJT’T-l.'l 4ff ^ 

tiniPT trtff % fiTt( 3,0 4,053 Wf XflFFT ’TrFff’T rptm 
'ff'-t(rr-8226 539-rff-0[OT-mrir-67-trR 78-0 5-14 felPr 1 4 6 78 
Sfrtf fw ’TFT FT I Tiwffmrff ff rnufftT tff rffuTRIeF: 

mfPFiTrF tifff iff FT^Wff triff tirfr 'CTff % ifFfiiF wr^ 
fw ^ jTtr 1415 lift Ff S; I rireffuarf)' Jr Fit »fr 

ftFlt fw FFT t Pf Fff FFI^uT, rffJTRJPF % FFT Fsff- 

ffF FFT ^ *fk Tmrr BWF: FFffF 4 ff ft.Fr FFT ^ I ' 

«lff rprr t[l?F .3,04,053 FCR ff fAt FF FFriF ^ 2,26,273 
FFff ih ffTtf FtjffrrT Ffff 4ff fwr FFT S I 

trFff F 4 f % FF 4 f it ff F!p tflFFTF FlfetT t I 

Ftff^FTTSrff TF FR Jr ft FTTFF tt^FT 'frtrF-8226539- 
’ft-Jf4F-9;«fF-67-'fF-7,8-0 5-14 fFFPF 14-6-78 iff *ffFT4p6 

’^ff’J’4!^ftTFrt^fF^r^Iiffr Fiffw ffFT ft fF 'TTIFF iff 
■F i gtff ^ hffuildHh JiIf iff W-lfirfif lUffF ’JW ^ fffF Ffff 
f^irr FTF I rtITffF iff tffFFTFF rfrt ifl UFIITTT ^ fuTT 
FTFT ^ I 

Ffff iff FIFT it 2464804 flFhF 19-2-80 

FRF Flit ftiFT FT ’FT ^ I 

[’To FT^o tpnrnFo/sto iffo/irtTo it 0 / 1 4 / 7 S-79/croiJ^o 3 ] 
FRo JFTrfft);, RF ftTF^T FIFR FFT fFFfft 
fff: FFFl F5F fJlFFi:, FTFTF FFT fffFttT 

MINISTOY of commerce & CIVIL SUPPLIES 
(Office of the Joint Controller o' Imports & Exports) 
ORDER 

Madras, Ihe 20th February, 1980 

S.O. 730. — M/s. Gopal Engineering Works, 88/89, S. N. 
Chelty Street, Royapuram, Madrns-13.. were granted licence 
No. P/S/9226539/C|XX|67|M78|05iH 14-6-78 for import of 
Tin Plate Waste /Waste to Ihc value of Rs. 3.04,053. They 
have requested for the issue of duplicate Customs copy of the 
above licence which has been lost by ihetn. It has been further 
reported by the licensee that the licence has been registered 
with the Collector of Customs, Madras and utilised partly. The 
(otal amount for which the licence was issued is Rs. 3,04,053/- 
and the total amount for which the duplicate is now required 
is to cover the balance of Rs. 2,26,273. 
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2, In support of their contention the applicant have filed an 
affidavit, llie undersigned is satisfied that the original Customs 
Copy of the licence No. P/S/8226539/cTxxl67lM|78| 
05/14 dated 14-6-78 has been directs that a duplicate 
Customs Copy of the said licence should be issued to them 
for the balance value. The original Customs Copy of the 
licence is hereby canceled. 


3. A duplicate Customs Copy of the licence No. D264804 
dated 19-2-80 is being issued separately. 

[No, I&S/TP/MD/14/78/AU-m] 
R. KUMARAVELU, Dy, Chief Controller 
of Imports and Exports 
For Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports 
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IR^r, Oli^r-Wtl =?RT, qTH 9ifT 





>T# fe#t- 1 1000 5 

93#, 250/440 — 






IS : 694 («n>T 2 ) — 1964 

6 2. 

iT>t/i7!T-5918 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

idRuDJl, 1 TT%>nT irfor. 

18 fedX 91# 9'li9vK fcr— 


1977-02-28 



afWTfl. (trwft) 

IS • 916 — 1975 

63. 

tt>T/tI5r-S919 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

>(■% 91 0 11 r 0 fn o , >fi9^ 

969R %!> |5R W RT^r 680 


1977*02-28 



ifw fifR ifwt nt#* 

f#/f>T9^ *#7 I SOU f(T/f>T>R — 





TRi-400088 ^rurfsTT — 

IS : 943-1966 tfiTlS :944 — 





ios /106 wr #>^, fi, «n=*<- 

1966 





400034 


64. 

?ft It>T,(tit-59 20 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

fl#, 129-)ffl Jlfl'Wd 

rt ft #t 7RT f9(r#^t>r fR >j4 — 


1977-02-28 



"lIWl »Rf-400067 

IS : 565 — 1975 







65. 

# tpT/fT^-S921 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 


ff>TT #T ftrrj iFj 9ft^ «t: jr 


1977-02-28 



sTTo f^o, 24 ^ 0*, ^r^Trr 

<1199 JdW 97f6R, 0 . 4 / 






fro UTo 97T/^, I7R#ftpfr, 





Twm-700001 

5if 91# 100 f>i>ft 






imR # — 






IS : 1729 — 1964 

0 0. 

jft ttir/tTiT-59 22 

7 7-0 3-01 

78-02-28 

SIT® f^C; 1 1 8f 

>15 fFTTT ^1 ^t 919 # (>nw dT?7 2 ) 


1977-02-28 



^r¥j •fi^rmr- 7 0 0 0 3 3 

75 # 300 ftnft HTTf — 


>15 

fTTT 2, 3.50 !lr 200 Ppft' 

WTT^, (>I5 ^r aw r <R 

*rFt TSH ^roT, 3 0 ?r 
1 0 0 f>T>ft >TT5^ JTS!rR' T^FT 

>17^— 

50 ^ 300 fir>fr THTSf >T5inT 
TTi^, 40 »r 150 firift WTTT, 
?{?%' ^ jfl TT#, 4 0 % 100 ftnff 


67- ?fr >T>T/r^-5923 
1977-02-28 


77-01-01 77-12-31 


Hn^iTi — 

IS ;206 — 1973, IS : 362 — 
1975 IS : 1341 — 1970 

TFJIvI tW, Jir>T STVT 3-- 

(^o €^o Pil^ll pMt, IS ■ 46 54— 19 74 

^>ipt) 2 1 o[, tni 

fx^id Jrg r5mTT-70oooi 
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1 2 


3 


4 


5 


fl 


G8. ?ftTT/TT-S924 
1977 - 02-23 


69 . jfV r^/'FT-S 9 2 -‘i 
1977 - 02-23 


70 . TT/iI ^-59 2 6 
1977 - 02-28 

71 . Ill rpr/ 9 :s=r -59 2 7 
1977 - 02-28 


72 . ^ iTr/ri'T -5928 
1977 - 02-28 


7 . 3 . ’fl iFr/T=r -5929 
1977 - 02-28 

74 . ift iFT/i^^i-sgso 
1977 - 02-28 

75. ?ft tnT/l[H-59 31 
1977 - 02-28 


76 . ffl tnr/'T ^-5932 

1977 - 02-28 

77 . ifl tIlT/TT -5933 
1977 - 02-28 


78 ifr tFT/iI^T -593 4 
1977 - 02-28 


77 - 03-01 


7 7 - 0 . 3-01 


77 - 03-2 1 


77 - 03-21 


77 - 03-01 


77 - 03-0 1 


77 - 03-01 


7 7 - 01-10 


77 - 02-16 


77 - 02-10 


77 - 03-0 I 


78 - 02-28 mo l^o, it,o 

>TT fife, fwPrmT- 5.30007 
ipFlWl : 48 - 9-6 Tt-fltirffe 
roflTOIMflOH 

78 - 02-28 aniTTSFifr MirdHiMi?, 

5342 1 I 

Tfrrft litmiifr ffen (rntt imr) 

78 - 02-28 +‘K 4 I TFTrtf^JT Ipo fiTo, S- 

ift, i'.RmT, iPlWl', TFT^ 

i 3 t, 181 SR 3 F 226001 ('JoSIu) 

78 - 02-28 'TUfWl m® fiTo, 21 - 33 , ffifo 

¥lo jfro fife, fipnriTlR - 383001 , 
Hrm WtfcH.tST (ipTFr) tfiIopt ; 
980, (Rif Ml iflumr owl, nnoiimo- 
380001 (ipiTPr) 

78 - 02-28 fPlPfl firm 8 So 5 fTo Rto, 
3 67 -iIir 3 ft ITTTT, flliTlIfl jfiTO 
ill % 91 ^, 1134^-40001 1 
O'loi'OM - 274 
^ 3^-400003 

78 - 02-28 l^ir 1^9 tfl mo f^o, 9 Vrn TR, ipiR TIT, 

(yt-) m4t^-4ooo6o 

( 3 niRrs 5 ) 

78-02-28 THirfif Prar ?if%'i4l 5*1 ftrm 

Iro, Jiti'itq jit, Tto mo Olfoi 32 
Wlt3r-425001 (’nSTTF^) 

78 - 01-15 ft ^f» 3 Fr TmftfR firo, (ijfe, 

mpsft tft ftlRr, 

ftim 53 pit- 7 ) 2 i 03 ('Tlrmi j»mT) 

78 - 02-15 ft jfinpi illtil (flR'fttiPFT ftro, (^rffe — 

'mpsft ift f«^?t 7 r) ftmu, 

fmm fmft (ifrmft jjiFT) 

7 8 - 02-1 5 ft jftm-I (frnmt'IFT f^fo, (ijtfe 

— IpTMt^iWTf^RSffl^) ftTR 
fjRT J^lft (iftmit jiTTW) 

7 8 - 0 2-28 j-flt 3 FT ft 9 nTT%^, jt- 8 8 & ft- 9 3 f f- 
fi'j'ioi fife, nottmf (^oifij) 


irft'T fliT Sr mr^r 

fei lift — 

TS : 4246—1972 

ft ft st mmftft m-f — 

IS ; 633 — 197 5 

sfmr ^Ttftrmr Ift ir wt Jtw 

IS : 4246 — 1 972 
it it it qTTo- ' 11343 ;— 

IS : 564 — 1 975 


fitir OTT j; wra T 3 f( fft ffttTftnt 
rVi fjT^pir — 

IS : . 5346 — 197.5 


o%:t rnmftft — 

IS ; 1307 — 1973 

'JV liT 4l3fl. (i)>Ifev) — 

IS : 1165—1975 

51 TT j; ftm wfr mui 
ipr joRir HTTsr 63 ftriff *ft 3 
70 ftnfr — 

IS : 4927 — 1968 
ftmm TT?T — 

IS : 7610 {ITK 2) — 1975 

irft fiT 'iiiii^o-— ' 

IS ; 7610 (miT 3)— 1975 

^Ttftrir ilt3T 3 — 

IS : 4654 — 1975 


[Ro ifr 1331 it/ 13 ; ll] 


(DejfartmcB) »f Civil Supplies) 

INDIAN STANDARDS INSTITUTION 
New Delhi, the 1980-02-28 

S. O. 731 . -In pursuance of sub-regulation (l)of Regulation 8 of Ihe Indian Standards Inslilulion (Certification Marts) 
Reg'ilalion, 1955 as amended from time to time, Ihc Indian Standards InsliUition, heieh>, notifies that seventy eight licences, parliculars of 
which are given in the following schedule, have been granted during the month of February 1977 authoriving the licensees to use the 
Standard Marks ; 

SCHEDULE 

SI. Licence No. Period of Validity Name and Address of the licensee Arlidc/Proccss Covered by the Licences 

No, (CM/I^) From To and the Rchwant IS ; Designation 

(1) (2) (3) (4) ■ ^ (5) (6) 

1. CM/L-5S57 77-02-01 78-01-31 Alka Industries, Jaiprakash Nagar, Alam- Distemper, dry, colour as required— 

1977-02-03 bagh, LucknoW'226(X)5 (U.P.) having IS : 427-1975 

their olfice at Porana Kila. Lucknow (U.P.) 
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1 2 

3 

4 

2. CM/L-5858 
1977-02-03 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

3. CM/L-5859 
1977-02-03 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

4. CM/L-5860 
1977-02-03 

77-02-16 

73-02-15 

5. CM/L-5861 
1977-02-03 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

6. CM/L-5862 
1977-02-03 

77-01-16 

78-01-15 

7. CM/L-5863 
1977-02-03 

77-01-16 

78-01-15 

8. CM/L-5864 
1977-02-03 

77-0 M 6 

78-01-15 

9. CM/L-5865 
1977-02-03 

77-01-16 

78-01-15 

10. CM/L -5866 
1977-02-03 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

1 1. CM/L-5867 
1977-02-03 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

12. CM/L-586S 
1977-02-03 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

13. CM/L-5869 
1977-02-03 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

14. CM/L-587() 
1977-02-03 

77-02-16 

78-02- 1 5 

15. CM/L-5 371 
1977-02-03 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

16, CM/L-5S72 

1 977-02-08 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

17. CM/L-5873 

77-02-16 

78-02-1 5 


1977-03-21 


iflFT TT 'H'1^ ■ Jfrt 22, ISRO/^ 2, 


5 

Industrial MimTals & Chemicals, Ward No. 
4, Jagmolianbabu Saraf Marg, Opp : 
Co-operative Ginning Factory, Dham- 
nagar R. S. EMsIt. Amravati (Mahara- 
shtra) having their office at Raj Dhavan, 
P.O. Dhamnagar, R.S. 444709-Distt , 
Amravati (Maharashtra). 

The Simplex Mills Co. Ltd., (Unit No. 2) 
Shivni Village , Opp. Shivni-Shirpur Rly, 
Station Akola-444001 (Maharashtra). 

Devidaya) (Sales) Pvt. Ltd., of 50-A, G.T. 
D.C. Estate, Kalol-389330, Disll. Panch- 
mahals (Gujarat State). 

President Industries, of Shed No. 95/5, Chitra 
Industrial Estate, Bhavnagar-3 64001 
(Gujarat State) having their office at Post 
Bag No. 4, Ganga Jalia Talas, Bhavnagar- 
364001 (Gujarat). 

Shrcc Oanesh Steel Rolling Mill, 14-A, 
Ennore High Road, Madras-600019 
(Tamil Nadu). 

Tirupur Textiles Pv',. I.‘d., Artnvpparpala- 
yam, Tirupur 

Sreo Aravindh Steel Pvl. Ltd., Thuvakudy 
Tiruchirapalli-620015 (Tamil Nadu) 
having their office at D-38 Thuvakudy 
Industrial Estate, Triehy-620015 (Tamil 
Nadu). 

-do- 


Hharat Terichest Industries, 100-A Maharshi 
Oebendra Road, Calculta-700006 (West 
Bengal). 

Damehra Steel & Forgings Pvt. Ltd., 
Timber Pond, Foreshore Road, Shuliniar, 
Howrnh-71 1 103 (W. Bengal) having their 
office .It P-35 India Exchange Place, 
Calculta-7fXKK)l (W, Bengal). 

Sun S'eel Ind.'siries, P-49/1, Denaras Road, 
Ho\vrarh-7I1)05. 

S'arei.ratan N.ivratan(P) Ltd., 156/B, Maui- 
ckhila. Main Road, C.ilcutta-700054 
(W. B ngal) having their office al 115 
Canning Street, Calcul la-70000 1 (W. 

Bengal). 

Shrreratan Navralan (P) Ltd., 156/B, VTani- 
ckt.da. Main Road, Gilcu(tn-700054, 
(W. Bengal) having their office at 115 
Canning SirccI, Calculta-700001 (W. 
Bengal/. 

Quality Steel Tubes Pvt. Ltd., Bindki Road, 
Distl. Fatehpur (U.P ) having their office 
at Agarwala Building. The M.ill, K.an- 
pur-208004 (U.P.). 

Sh.ah Medical A Surgical Co. Ltd., Ajwa 
Road, Baroda-39000! (Guiarat). 

Tob Syringe Manufacturing Co., Mira 
Village Swami Vivekanand Road, Via 
Dahisar, Bombay-400068 having their 
office al 317-12 Dadabhai Naroji Road. 
Fori, Prospect Chambers, Annexe, 
Bombay-400001 , 


1 91)2 


6 


Copper sulphate, ttchrical- — 

IS : 261-1966 


Cotton belting : ducks— 

IS : 5996-1970 

sue (HCH) wafer dispersible powder 
concentrates — 

IS : 562-1972 

BHC (HCH) dusiing powders — 

IS ; 561-1972 


Structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 226-1975 

Grey cotton yarn for ho.sicry upto and 
including 60s combed — 

IS : 834-1975 

Carbon steel c.asl billet ingots for rol'ing 
into structural steel (standard qiialil'','— 
18:6914-1973 


Carbon steel cast billet ingots for rolling 
into structural steel (orditiary quality) — 
IS ; 6915-1973 
Tea-chest metal Citings- 
IS : 10-1970 

Bright strel bars for maehining-- 
IS ■ 485.5-1968 


Structiir.'tl steel (oidiraiy quality) — 
IS ; 1977- 1975 

Siructural Steel (standard qutdity)— 
IS : 226-1975 


Struct ural steel (ordinary quality) — 
IS : 1977-1975 


Mild steel tubes, light, medium and heavy 
upto 50 niTU ntuuinal bon-- 
IS : 1239 (Pt 11—1973 

Detachable blades fol surgical scalpels- - 
IS ■ 3319-1973 

Hypoderniic syringes .^nd tuberculin 1 ml. 
capacity — 

IS : ,3237-1965 
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(1) 20 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

tfi) 

18, CM/L-5874 
1977-03-21 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

Aluminium Industries Ltd,, 1, Ceramic 
Factory Road, Kundara-691501 (Kerala 
State), 

PVC insulated (heavy duly) cabits with 
afuminii'ni conduclors for working rol- 
tages upto and including IJOO volts— 

IS : 1554 (PI I)— 1964 

19, CM/L-5875 
1977-02-08 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

Godawrt Trading Corporation, Naraingarh 
Road, Ambala City-134007 (Haryana). 

Sand cast iron pipes, 75 mm and 100 mm 
sizes only — 

IS : 1729-1964 

20. CM/L-5876 
1977-02-08 

77-02-16 

73-02-15 

Plant Protection Products Pvt. Ltd., of Ko- 
davalur Kovur Taluk, District Nellorc 
(Andhra Pradesh) having their office at 
4/90-A, Nawabpet, Nellore-524002 (A.P.) 

DDT cmulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 633-1975 

21, CM/L-5877 
1977-02-08 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

-do- 

Malathion emulsifiable concentrates— 

IS : 2567-1973 

22. CM/L-5878 
1977-02-08 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Sri Bhaskara Agro Chemical & Cotton 
Industries., of Nallapadu, Guntur-522005 
(Andhra Pradesh). 

BHC (HCH) dusting powders — 

IS ; 561-1972 

23.CM/L-5879 

1977-02-08 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Sona TTiamira Chemicals, 10th Mile, Banga- 
lore-Hosur Main Road, Beratana Agra- 
hara. Bangalore South (Karnataka) 
having their office at Beratana Agrahara, 
Bangalore South on the Bangalore Hosur 
Main Road. 

Copper sulphate, technical— 

IS ; 261-1966, 

24. CM/L-5880 
1977-02-08 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

Sri Vijayadurga Pulverising Mills of Sirgu- 
ppa Road, Avammabhavi, Bellary-583101 
(Karnataka). 

DDT emulsillablc concentrates, — 

IS : 633-1975 

25. CM/L-5881 
1977-02-08 

77-02-01 

78 01-31 

Hindusthan Rolling Mills, 4th Mile S'-voke 
Road, P.O. Ektiasal, Dist, Jalpaiguri 
(West Bengal) having their office at 
Naya Bazar, Sihguri, Dist. Darjeeling 
(West Bengal). 

Structural steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS : 1977-1975 

26. CM/L-5882 
1977-02-08 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

-do- 

S.ructural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 226-1975 

27, CM/L-5883 
1977-02-08 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

Bhartiya Ispat Udyog Pvt. Ltd,, Mithapur, 
Patna-800001 (Bihar). 

Cold twisted deformed steel bars for con- 
crete reinforcement — 

IS ; 1786-1966 

28, CM/L-5884 
1977-02-08 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

Rathi Alloys & Steel Ltd.. Plot No. A-1, 
Industrial Area, South of G.T. Road, 
Ghaziabad (U.P.) 

Structural steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS ; 1977-1975 

29. CM/I^i885 
1977-02-11 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Panchmahal Steel Ltd., O.I.D.C. Estate, 
Kalol-382721, Dist. Panchamahal 
(Gujarat). 

Carbon steel cast billet ingots for rolling 
into structural steel (st.nndard quali'y) — 

IS ; 6914-1973 

30, CM/L-3886 
1977-02-11 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

-do- 

Carbon steel cast billet ingots for rolling 
into structural steel (ordinary quality) — ^ 
IS ; 6915-1973 

31. CM/L-5887 
1977-02-11 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

Ncta Metal Works (Regd) 0/3, Industrial 
Area, Jullundur-144004. 

Ferrules for wafer services size 15 mm— 

IS : 2692-1964 

32. CM/I^5888 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

M/s Shri Vijayadurga Pulverising Mills, 
Avamonabhavi, Siruguppa Road, Bv 1- 
lary-853101 • (Karnataka). 

Toxaphene emulsifiable concentrates — 

IS : 7946-1976 

33, CM/L-5889 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Government Milk Scheme (Dairy Develop- Milk powder (skim)— 
ment Department, Govt of Maharashtra), IS : 1165-1975 

Miraj-416410, Distt. Sangli (Maharashtia). 

34, CM/L-5890 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

The Rank Knitting Mills, 13, Chickkanna 
Cheitiar Street, Tirupur-638604. 

Plain knitted cotton vests types ; (a) round- 
neck sleeveless (RN) (b) Roundneck 
short sleeves (RNS) — 

IS : 4964 (Pt ID— 1975 

35. CM/L-5891 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

M's Beena Rubber Works, Thirurkad P.O. 
Via : Angadipuram, Malappuram District 
(K;rala) (Office at Thirurkad near 
Angadipuram). 

Ammonia presurved concentraUd natuial 
rubber latex — 

IS : 5430-1969 

36. CM/L-5892 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Steel Krafts, G.T, Road, Panipat (Haryana) 

Steel tubes for bicycle and allied purposes — 
IS : 2039-1964 

37. CM/L^5893 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Swastik Pcsticide.s & Chemicals, Bhopa 
Road, MuzatTar Nagar-251001 (U.P.) 

Dimethoatc emulsifiable concentrates— 

IS ; .3903-1975 
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»rn7r mm: 22 , isso/^ 2 , 

1903 839 

fl) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(61 

(6) 

38. CM/L-5894 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Ashok Trader.s, Plot No. 129-C, Govern- 
ment Industrial Estate, Kandivili West, 
Bombay-400067 (Maharashtra), 

Carbaryl water dispeisiblc powder con 
centrales — 

IS ; 7121-1973 

39, CM/L-5895 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

-do- 

Catbaryl dusting powder.s — 

IS : 7122-1973 

40. CM/L-5896 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-1.5 

Plant Protection Industries, E-6, Industrial 
Estate Amaravathi Road, Pott Box 
No, 218, Guntur-522002 (A-P.). 

Endosulfan eniulsifiable conerntrates-^ 

IS : 4323-1967 

41. CM/L-5897 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Jayalakshmi Fertilizers, Venkatarayapuram, 
Tanuku-53421 1 , West Godavari Distt, 
tA,P.) 

Endosulfan emultifiable concentrates, — 

IS : 4323-1967 

42. CM/L-5898 
1977-02-28 

76-12-16 

77-12-15 

Mahatha Petrochemicals, Shrec Meenakshi 
Gardens, Kizhakattalai, Old Pallavaram 
Post, Madras-601303 

Paraffin wax tyi c — 3 

IS : 4654-1974 

43. CM/1^5899 
1977-02-28 

77-02-01 

78-01-31 

Bajrangbali Iron Sc Steel Co. Ltd, 100-A 
Basin Road, Tiruvottiyur, Madras-600019 
(Tamil Nadu). 

Structural steel (standard quality)— 

IS : 226-1975 

44. CM/L-5900 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

M/s. Taniilnadu Agio Indnstrie.s Corpn. 
Ltd., Plot No. 18 & 112, Inauitrial Estate, 
Ambattur, Madras 600098 (Tan.il- 
Nadu) 

Toxaphene emuliiflable eoncrnlrates— 

IS : 7946-1976 

43. CM/l^.3901 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

V. R. Industries, 50/16 Anand Parbat, 
Industrial Estate, Gali No. 1, New Roh- 
tak Road, New Delhi 

Water meters, wet dial, type A 15 mm 
size only — 

IS : 779-1968 

46. CM/1^5902 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-23 

Swastik Chemicals & Pesticides, Hissar 
Road, Rohtak. 

BHC (HCH) dusting powders— 

IS : 561-1972 

47. CMfh-Sm 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

A. Z. Electrical Corporation, 121 -E, Oi'hla 
Industrial Estate, New Delhi-1 10020 

Protective helmets for scooter and motor 
cycle riders — 

IS : 4151-1968 

48. CM '1^5904 
1977-02-28 

77-02-1 6 

78-02-15 

M/s. Andhra Steel Coipoiation Ltd., 
Whitefield Road, Krishnaraja Puram, 
Bangalore-560027. 

Steel ingots Sc billets for the production 
ot hard orawn steel wire for up-holstery 
springs — 

IS : 8056-1976 

49. CM/L-5905 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Bangalore Dairy, (Unit of Karnataka 
Dairy Development Cerporalion Ltd), 
or Hosur Road, 8angaloie-560029 
(Karnataka) 

Condensed milk— 

IS : 116f-1973 

30. CM/L-5906 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

rhe Hoshiarpur Co-operative Milk Pro- 
ducers Union Ltd., Village Ajjoval, 
(P. 0 . Adamwal), Post Box No, 13, Ho- 
shiarpur-146001 (Punjab) 

Skim Milk powder — 

IS ; 1163-1975 

31. CM/I^5907 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

The National Rolling & Steel Ropes Ltd., 
East Ghosh Para Road, Shamanagai', 
24 Pal ganas. West Bengal, Office at 
NICCO House, 1 & 2, Hare Street, 
Calcutta-700001 (W.B.) 

Mild steel wiie for general engineering 
purposes — 

IS ; 280-1972 

52, CM/L-5908 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Victor (India) Phufcan Ali P, 0 , Joihal, 
Distt. Sibasagar-785640 (Assam) 

Tea-chest metal fillings— 

IS ; 10-1970 

53. CM/L-5909 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Pratap Steel Rolling Mills Pv't, Ltd., In- 
dustrial Area, Fatancheru, Distt. Medak 
(A.P.) 

Steel ingots for the production of wiie 
rod for the manufacliire of machine 
sciews (By cold heading process) — 

IS : 8057-1976 

34. CM/L-5910 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Sri Ram Agro Chemical Industries of Obul- 
naidupalcm, Distt. ^Guntur (Andhra 
Pradesh) (having office at 5th Line, Bro- 
dipet, Guntur-522002) (A.P.) 

Endosulfan emulsifiable concentrates— 
IS : 4323-1967 

55. CMO^SOIl 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Krishi Discs Pvt. Ltd., C -1-C 6 Industrial 
Area Per.sakhera, Bareilly (U. P.) (having 
office at 50, Civil Lines, Bareilly) (U. P, ). 

Agriculluial Ijllage concave disc plain 
edge— 

IS ; 4366 (Pt I)-1972 

.56. CM/I.-5912 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Tensile .Steel Ltd., Hirabaug, Vishwami- 
tri Road, Baroda-390001 (Gujarat) 

Indented wires for prestre.ssed concrete 
sizes 4 mm and 5 mm— 

IS : 6003-1970 


1267 G(/79— 7. 
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0) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

57, CM/L-5913 
1977-03-21 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Praveenjee Naveen jee, 398, Muthiganj, 
Allahabad (T.I.P.). 

S'’aling Wax, G’rde ] & 2 — 

IS : 868-1956 

58, CM/L-5914 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Premier Pesticides Private Lin.itcd, Plot 
No. 76-A Thrikkukara, Industrial Es- 
tate, Kalaniassery-683104 (Kerala) Office 
at E. R. G. Road, Eroakulam, Cochin- 
682011 (Kerala) 

EHC (HCH) wati r dispersible powder 
concentrates — 

IS : 562-1972 

59. CM/L^5915 
1977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

M/s, Sree Devi Saw Mills & Wooden In- 
dustries, West Chalakudl-680307 Ti i- 
chiir District. (Kerala). 

Tea-chest battens — 

IS : 10(P1.m)-1974 

60. CM/L-5916 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

73-02-28 

Steel Krafts, G. T. Road, Panipat 
(Haryana) 

Rigict steel conduits for eleclrical wiring, 
16 mm outer dia- 
ls ; 1653-1972 

61, CM/L-.59I7 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

178-02-28 

Krishna Electrical Industries, Model Basti, 
Industrial Area, Shidipure, New Delhi- 
110005. 

PVC insulaUd and PVC sheathed cables, 
aluminium conductor, single core, 250/ 
440 volts only — ■ 

IS : 694 (Pt ID- 1964 

62 CM/L-5918 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Elccmtent Enterprises, I, Industrial Area, 
Jhotwara, .Taipur (Raj.). 

IR-litre square tins — 

IS : 916-1975 

63. CM/L-5919 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Kooverji Devshi & Co. Pvt. I,td., Govandi 
Works Near Govandi Railway Station, 
Govand (Dconer), Bonibay-400088 (office 
at 105/106, Chembers, Trade, Bombay- 
400034). 

Trailer pumps for fire brigade use size 
680-1/mins 1800-1 /Min- 
is ; 943-1966 & IS : 944-1966 

64. CM/L-5920 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Ashok Traders, 129-C, Government In- 
dustrial Estate, Kandivili West, Bombay- 
400067 (Maharashtra). 

DDT water dispersible powder coccn- 
tratc s— 

IS : 565-1975 

65. CM/t^5921 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Iron Founders & Fabricators (India) Pri- 
vate Ltd., 24, Belur Road, Liluah, How- 
rah (office at 7 Old Court House (Torncr, 
Crtlcutta-700001). 

Sand cast iron straight soil pipes and loose 
collars, uncoated for hydrostatic pres- 
sure of 0 4 kgf/cm* upto an inclu- 
ding 100 mm nominal sizes — 

IS : 1729-1964 

66. CM/L-5922 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

M. C. Mowjee & Co. Pvt. Ltd., 1 18, Tolly- 
giinga Clrular Road, Calcutta-8700053, 

Mild steel tea hinges (medium) type 

75 to 300 mm sizes. 

Mild steel parliament hinges type ,3.50 
to 200 mm sizes, Steel mild but hinges 
heavy weight type, 50 to 100 mm sizes, 
medium weight type, 40 to 150 mm sizes, 
light weight (ype, 40 to 100 mm sizes — 
IS ; 206-1973, IS : 362-1975 and IS ; 
1341-1970 

67, CM/L-5923 
1977-02-28 

77-01-01 

77-12-31 

Raj shri Rnterpri-scs Bandcl Station Road, 
(IN of G. T, Road, Distt. Hooghly, 
(W. Bengal) (office at 21 -A, Biplabi 
Rashbehari Basu Road, CaIcutla-700001 ). 

Paraffin wax type 3 — 

IS : 4654-1974 

48, CM/l^3924 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Bombay Foods Pvt. Ltd., A -2 Unit, In- 
dustrial Estate, Visakhapatnam-530007 
(office at 48-9-6, Cooperative Colony, 
Visakhapa(nam). 

Domestic gas stoves use with liquified pet- 
roleiim gases — 

IS : 4246-1972 

69. CM/L-592S 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Jayalakshnii Fertilizers, Venkatarayapuram, 
Tanuku-534211 West Godavari Dis- 
trict, (Andhra Pradesh). 

DDT cmnlsifiable concentrates — 

IS : 633-1975 

70. C.M/l^5926 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Kalsi Gas Appllanes Co. Pvt. Ltd.. 8-C, 
fndustrial Area, Amousi Kanpur Road, 
Lucknow-226001 (UP.) 

Domestic gas stove for use with liquified 
petroleum gases. — 

IS : 4246-1972 

71. CM/T.-5927 
1977^2-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Farmico Pvt. Ltd., 21-23, G.ID.C. Estate. 
Himatnagar-383001, Distt. Sabavkantba 
(Gujarat) (office at 980, Khadla Golvvad 
Naka, Ahmedabad-(380001) (Gujarat), 

DI3T dusting powders — 

IS ; 564-1975 

72. CM/L-5928 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Dadajee Dhackjec & Co. Pvt. Ltd., 367- 
Guruji Marg, Behind Aaripadc Police 
Quarters, Bombay-400011 (Mahaiashtra) 
(office at 274, Samuel Street, Vudgadi, 
Bombay-400003) (Maharashtra). (6) 

Coal tar food colour preparations and 
mixtures— 

IS : 5346-1975 


fwiTlI — ^ 3 (ii)] 



^ Tmw:^ 22 , i9so/^»f 2 , 

1902 841 

1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

73. CM/L-i929 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

SMP Piivalc l.tiJ,, Subhash Nai^ai, Subhash 
Koad, .fae<^shwari (East) Bombay- 
40(X)60 (Maharashtra). 

Aldiin cniulsiliable eonairralc^ — 

IS ; 1307-1973 

74. CM/L-5930 
] 977-0.2-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

Jalyaon Jilha Sabakail Dudh Vikas Fede- 
ralidn l.td., Jalgaon Da'ry, Post Box No. 
32. jBlfiaon-425(X)-l (Maharashtra). 

Skim milk powder — 

IS : 1965-1975 

7.1. CM/L-,3931 
1977-02-28 

7/-01-16 

7l;-01-15 

The Indian Rayon Coipn. Eld., (Unit 
layashrte Texlih s &. Industries) (Rishia 
Distt. Hoioghly-712103 (West Btngal). 

Unlintd hax canvas for hie hghdng size 
63 n'nr & 70 irrnr-- 
IS ; 4927-1968 

7fi. CM/1.-5932 
j 977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

The Indian Raion Corroratlon Ltd., 

(Unii-.Iay.ashrrc Textiles & Induslries) 
Rishra, Distt. Hooebly) (W. Bengal). 

CIcarci cloth--- 

IS : 7610-(Pt 1I)-1975 

11 . CM/L-3933 

1 977-02-28 

77-02-16 

78-02-15 

Thr Indian Rayon Corporation Ltd,, (Uni(- 
J.iyshree Textile & Industries) Rishra, 
Distt. Uooghly (West Bengal). 

Sizing llar.ncl- - 
IS ; 7610 fPt 111)1975 

78. CM/1.-- .■!934 
1977-02-28 

77-03-01 

78-02-28 

De-Oil Refin'Ties, D-R8 to 0-93 Indusltial 
Estate, Aligruh (U.P.). 

Paraffin wax type 3 — 

IS ; 4654-1974 
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( 1 ) ^ ir^iT wrT^iT irr^'P 'F'tt jtt:: 5rf6rg;F^fT Filin' wrar ^ 
^ Ffr 280 ^ 



1979 

Jr wit’yr 

Finn ipTT t 

I 

tfq- ^tpr/T'T 
^iwr iTW 


rnnrTq' 

il 


(1) 

(2) 

(4) 

(4) 

(5) 

1- 

24 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS: 21 — 1975 

2. 

175 

79-07-16 

80-06-30 

IS : 220 — 1972 

IS : 1581 — 1975 

3. 

1 76 

79-07-16 

8 0-0 6-3 0 

IS : 1221 — 1971 

4. 

195 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 303—1975 

5. 

.34 8 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ■ 916 — 1966 

6. 

430 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 226 — -1975 

7. 

432 

79-08-16 

80-08-1 5 

IS 69 1 — 1977 

fi- 

S88 

79-10-16 

S(h\(h-[ 5 

IS : 694 (WT 1 wN 

2) — 196 1 

9- 

6 10 

79-10-01 

fi 0- 0 9- .1 0 

IS ■ 694 (iTPT 1 wk 
2) — 1964 

10. 

622 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1653 — 1972 

1 1. 

633 

79-10-01 

fi 0- 0 9- 3 0 

IS ■ 277 — ^1969 

1 2. 

63 1 

79-10-01 

fi 0- 0 9-3 0 

IS: 1029 1970 

i:j. 

635 

79-10-01 

fiO-09-30 

IS' 1977 — 1975 

1 ‘1. 

636 

70-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 2062 — 1969 

1.5. 

701 

7 9-10-16 

fi(HlO-15 

IS : 1675 — 1971 

16. 

76 5 

79-09-01 

RO-OR-3] 

IS ; 1977 — 1975 

17. 

776 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS : 419 — 1967 

18. 

782 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 1785 (RPT l) — 
1966 

IS ; 1785 (rrm 2) — 
1967 

19- 

792 

7 1 0- 1 6 

80-10-15 

IS' 398 — 1976 

2 0. 

793 

79-10-01 

3 0 0 9-30 

IS: 226—1975 

21 . 

1041 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS; 1875 — 1971 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

22. 

1042 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 2830 — 1975 

23. 

1043 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 2831 — 1975 

24. 

1125 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS: 1855 — 1 977 

IS : 1856 — 1977 

25. 

1126 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS: 2266 — 1977 

IS: 2581 — 1977 

26. 

1146 

79-19-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 226 — 1975 

27. 

1147 

7 9-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 1977 — 1975 

28. 

1150 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 15.54 (wr 1) — 
1964 

29. 

1216 

79-09-16 

80-09 l5 

IS : 1875 — 1978 

30. 

1277 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1977 — 1975 

31. 

1276 

70-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 226 — 1975 

32. 

1307 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS; 2645 — 1975 

33. 

1317 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 3975 — 1967 

34. 

1338 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 692 — 1973 

35- 

1340 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 3196 — 1974 

36. 

1462 

70-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1856— -1970 

37. 

1490 

79-OR-lfJ 

80-08-15 

IS : 266 — 1977 

3 8. 

1515 

79-09-01 

30-08-31 

IS : 779 — 1978 

39. 

1517 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 561—1972 

40. 

1531 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 10 (VTFI 4) — 
1976 

41. 

1674 

79-10-16 

311-10-15 

IS: 3399 — 1966 

42. 

1683 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS ; 916 — 1975 

43. 

1810 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 2266 — 1970 

4 i. 

1814 

7 9-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 21 — 1975 

45. 

1831 

7 9-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1786—1966 

46. 

1841 

79-10-01 

8 0-09-30 

IS : 562 — 1972 

47. 

1905 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS ; 3564 — 1975 

48. 

1954 

79-10-ni 

60-09-30 

IS : 158 — 1968 

49. 

2026 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS ; 61 75 — 1971 

IS ; 7821 — 1973 

50. 

2043 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 561 — 1972 

51. 

2069 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS ; 280 — 1972 

52. 

2073 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS ; 325 — 1970 

53. 

2093 

70-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 226 — 1975 

54. 

2094 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1977 — 1975 
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(1) 

(^) 

(3) 

(4) 

(3) 







5 5. 

2104 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS: 10(»fnT 4) — 1976 

1 00- 

3681 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 633 — 1956 

«(!. 

2110 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

TS ; 245 — 1970 

101- 

3742 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS 

: 5852 — 1 970 

5 7. 

2117 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS; 10 (wr 4)— 

1 02. 

3786 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 3564 — 1970 





1976 

10.1. 

3820 

79-11-16 

80-1 1-15 

IS 

: 1 736 — 1966 

58. 

2119 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS . 1786 — 1964 

10 4. 

3872 

79-0 7-16 

8 0-0 7-1 5 

IS 

■ 10 (»nTf 4)- 

59. 

2127 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS . 5100 — 1969 






1976 





IS ; 5101 — 1969 

105. 

3891 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS 

: 285 — 1974 





IS ; 5102—1969 

10 6. 

3911 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 2596—1964 





IS ■ 510,3 — 1963 

107. 

3942 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS 

: 226 — 1975 

60. 

2186 

79 08-01 

80-07-31 

IS: 10 (»TPT 3) — 

108- 

39.59 

79-10-0 1 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 1 596 — 1 977 





1974 

109. 

3960 

7 9-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 561—1972 

61. 

2262 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 3236 — 1965 

1 10- 

4010 

79- 1 1-0 1 

80-10-31 

IS 

; 560 — 1969 

6 2 . 

2276 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ■ 632— -1972 

1 1 1. 

4024 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

: 2926 — 1975 

63. 

2282 

79-10-0 1 

80-09-30 

IS ■ 2567 — 1 973 

112- 

4110 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

; 7185 — 1973 

6 4. 

2294 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ■ 2480—1 973 

113. 

4282 

7 9-10-01 

80-09-30 

TS 

; 6914 — 1973 

®5. 

2386 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS : 323 — 1959 

1 14 

4283 

79-10-01 

8009-30 

IS 

; 6915 — 1973 

«S. 

2404 

79-09-16 

80-09-1 5 

IS : 122 1 — 1971 

1 15. 

4301 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS 

: 204 — 1 974 

67 

2455 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 694 — 1977 

1 16. 

4420 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

TS 

■ 178 6 — 1966 

6 8- 

2457 

79-11-16 

80-11-15 

IS : 226—1975 

117. 

4445 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS 

; 3 2 5— 19 7 0 

6 9. 

2458 

7 9-11-16 

HO- 11- 15 

IS ■ 1 977 — 1975 

118. 

4482 

79-07-01 

80-06-30 

IS 

: 335 — 1 972 

70, 

2662 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 4450— -1967 

1 19. 

4491 

79-07-1 6 

8 0-07-1 5 

IS 

: 10 (3n3T 2) — 

71. 

2664 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS . 381 1 — 1976 






1976 

72. 

2735 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS : 1 554 (<TFr l) — 











1976 

120. 

4498 

79-08-0 1 

80-07-3 1 

IS 

: 2834 — 1964 

7 3. 

2754 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS: 1783 — 1974 

121. 

4508 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS 

: 8057 — 1974 

74. 

2777 

7 9-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 2566 — 196.5 

1 22. 

4520 

79-10-01 

80-09- .50 

IS 

: 5277 — 1969 





IS : 194.3 — 1 964 

123. 

4550 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

: 226 — 1976 





IS : 3035 (*037 1 

124. 

4604 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

: 2 6 1 — 19 66 

7 5. 

2787 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 











2) — 1965 

12 5. 

4613 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

. 56.5 — 1961 





IS : 1786 — 1966 

126. 

4614 

79-10-01 

8 0- 09-30 

IS 

: 3903 — 1966 

76. 

2910 

79-08-16 

80-08- 1 5 











IS : 779 — 1968 

1 27- 

4616 

79-09-1 6 

80-09-15 

IS 

; 56 1 — 197 2 

7 7. 

•2999 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 







7S. 

3042 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS: 10(31137 2) — 1976 

1 28 

4618 

79-1 1-0 I 

8 0-10-31 

IS: 565 — 1975 

79, 

3077 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 2509—1973 

1 2ft. 

4623 

79-09-16 

80-09-1 5 

IS 

: 2867 — 1964 

80. 

3117 

79-08-1 6 

80-08-15 

IS : 21 — 197 5 

130. 

4627 

79-09- 1 6 

80-09-15 

IS 

; 4985 — 1968 

81. 

3146 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

TS : 9 16 — 1975 

131. 

4644 

7 9-09-16 

80-09-1 5 

IS 

2552 — 1970 

82. 

3163 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

TS : 1601—1960 

13 2. 

4648 

79-10-0 1 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 3 2 5— 1 9 7 0 ' 

■ 3. 

3171 

7 9-UVOl 

80-09-30 

IS : 1 943—1964 

1 .13 

4649 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

398—1976 





IS : 2566 — -1965 

134. 

4656 

79-10-16 

8 0-10-15 

IS 

561 — 1 97 2 

84. 

3181 

7 9-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 398—1976 

13.5. 

46 6 8 

79-0 9- 1 6 

8 0-09-1 5 

IS 

69 1 4 — 1978 

85- 

3190 

79-1 1-01 

80-10-31 

IS . 1 601 — 1960 

136. 

4669,^ 

79-09-16 

3 0-U9- 1 5 

IS 

6 9 1 5 — 19 7 8 

86. 

3387 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 6240—1976 

13 7. 

4683 

79- 1 1'-n 1 

80-09-30 

IS 

561 — 197 2 

8 7. 

3424 

79-OS-Ol 

80-07-31 

IS 2.594 — 1 977 

138 

4686 

79-10-01 

8 0-09-30 

IS 

5 6 4 — 19 7 5 

88. 

3491 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 6003 — 1970 

139- 

4695 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

4151 — 1976 

89. 

3514 

7 9-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS . 2567 — 197.3 

1 40. 

4699 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

TS 

1 8 48 — 197 1 

90. 

3541 

79-09-16 

80-09-1 5 

TS : 4985 — 1 968 

141. 

1700 

79-10-0 1 

80-09-3(1 

IS 

1848 — 1971 

91. 

3544 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1 66U (WT 4) — 

142. 

4701 

79-lU-U 1 

H0-U9-3U 

IS: 

1848 — 197 1 





197 5 

143. 

4705 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 1848 — 1971 

92. 

3557 

79-07-01 

60-06-30 

IS : 1 703—1968 

144 

4706 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 

1848 — 1971 

93. 

3,562 

79-10-lS 

80-10-15 

IS 2509 — 1973 

145. 

4707 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

1 848 — 1971 

9 4. 

3576 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 226 — 1 975 

146- 

4708 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS . 

1 8 4 8 — 19 71 

95. 

3577 

79-09-16 

60-09-1 5 

IS : 1 977—1975 

147. 

4713 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

1848 — 1971 

96. 

3583 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS ■ 4985 — 1 968 

148. 

4715 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

1848 — 1971 

97. 

3802 

79-11-01 

80-1031 

IS 1601 — 1960 

149. 

4717 

79-08-0 1 

80-0.7-31 

IS 

: 694 (WT l)- 

98. 

3606 

79-08-16 

80-08-1 5 

IS' 6914-1973 





1977 

99. 

3607 

79-09-1 6 

80-09-15 

IS : 6915 — 19 7.3 

1 50. 

4722 

7 9-10- 16 

80-10-1.5 

IS 1601 — 1960 



[»TnrIt — w 3 (ii)] 



22, igso/’^ 2, 

1902 


843 

(0 

(2) 

( 3 ) 

('I) 

(5) 

(1) 

(^) 

(3) 

(0 

(9 

isi. 

4725 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 1601 — 1960 

200. 

5844 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 632 — 1972 

15 2. 

4733 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1 S2(I — 1972 

2{) 1. 

58 13 

7 9-10- 1 6 

80-10-16 

IS : 633 — 1975 





TS : 326 — 1970 

202 . 

5846 

79-10-16 

80-10-1.5 

IS : 1307 — 1973 

153. 

4734 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 4246 — 1972 

203. 

584.8 

79-10-16 

80-10-1 5 

TS : 2567 — 1973 

15 4. 

4745 

7 9-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 1925 — 1974 

204. 

5 8 49 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 2682—1966 

156. 

4755 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS 56 1 — 1972 

205. 

5H6U 

70-10-16 

80-10-15 

TS : 2861 — 1964 

156- 

4756 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 564—1975 

20 6. 

5851 

79-10-16 

SO-lU-15 

IS : 4333—1967 

157. 

4782 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 661 — 1972 

207. 

5852 

7 n- 1 0- 1 6 

8 0-10-15 

IS : 5277 — 1969 

158. 

4783 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS ; 5346 — 1975 

208. 

5853 

74-10-16 

8 0-10-15 

TS : 5281—1 969 

169. 

4790 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS 1 7409 — 1974 

209. 

5864 

70-10-16 

80-10-16 

IS : 6439 — 1972 

160. 

4898 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 562 — 1972 

210. 

5873 

79 - 10-0 1 

80-09-30 

TS : 3237 — ^1965 

161- 

49 01 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 5 62—1972 

211. 

590 2 

74-09 16 

80-09-15 

TS : 651 — 1972 

) 62. 

5071 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1970 — 1 974 

212 

5930 

79-02-01 

80-0 1-31 

IS : 1 165 — 1975 

163 

6235 

79-06-01 

80-06-31 

IS •. 970 — 1974 

213. 

59 4.3 

74-1 1-01 

80-10-31 

IS 633 — 1976 

164. 

5308 

79-09-0 1 

80-08-31 

IS : 427 — 1965 

214. 

6129 

79-10-01 

8 0-09-3 0 

IS : 4 19 — 146 7 

165 

5353 

79-07-16 

80-07-15 

IS ; 10 (WT 4 ) — 

21.5. 

6286 

74-08-01 

80-07-31 

TS : 1989—1973 





1976 

216. 

6293 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1026 — 1966 

166 

5389 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS : 1786 — 1966 

217- 

6308 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 3623 — 1966 

167- 

5425 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS ; 280 — 1972 

218. 

6317 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS : 1 16.5 — ^1975 

168. 

5433 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS ; 1601 — 1969 

219 

6335 

7 0-08- 16 

8 0-0 8-15 

IS ; 9 1 6 — 19 75 

169. 

5440 

79-09-01 

80- OS- 31 

rs : 1307—1973 

220. 

63 50 

79-08-16 

80-0 8-1 5 

TS : 3 48 1—1966 

1 70. 

5443 

78-00-01 

80-08-31 

IS : 1977 — 1975 

221. 

6359 

74-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS . 41 59 — 1976 

171. 

5456 

79-09-01 

80-08-3 1 

IS : 427 — 1966 

222. 

6374 

79-04-01 

80-08-31 

JS : 1221 — 1971 

172. 

5472 

79-09-16 

80-09-lS 

IS : 39 8 (»rPT 1 wtT 

223. 

6380 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS ; 1 786 — 1 066 





2 )— 1976 

224. 

6382 

79-09-01 

80-0 H-Jl 

TS : 4431 — 1967 

173. 

5473 

79-09-16 

80-09-1 5 

IS: 916 — 1966 

225. 

639 2 

79-09-1 6 

8 0-09-15 

IS ; 133 — 1975 

174 

5489 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS; 160 1 — 1960 

226 

639 6 

79-04-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 1239 (tlK 1 )- 

175 

5495 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS ; 21 — 197S 





1 4/3 

176 

5505 

79-09-16 

80-0 9-15 

IS : 1026 — 1966 

227. 

6404 

79-09-16 

8 0-09-15 

IS . 137 — 1975 

177. 

5507 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

TS ; 4654 — 1974 





TS : 3536 — 1966 

1 78. 

5509 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 398 — 1976 





IS : 3537 — 1966 

179. 

5514 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 4654 — 1974 





IS . 5G60 — 1970 

180. 

6522 

79- 19-0 1 

80-09-30 

IS : 6914—1978 

228. 

6408 

79-04- 1 6 

80-00-15 

IS ; 2834 — 1964 

181 

5323 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 226 — 1975 

229. 

6410 

7 9-10-01 

80-04' .10 

IS 1161 — 1468 

18 2- 

5525 

79-10-01 

80-0 9-30 

IS ; 5852—1.978 

230. 

6412 

7y- 10-61 

80-04-30 

TS : 384 — 1971 


5527 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 6914 — 1978 

231. 

6418 

74-10-01 


IS 1161—1968 

184. 

6637 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1308 — lu74 

23 2. 

6427 

79-10-0 1 

ftO-09'36 

IS : 325 — 1970 

18 5. 

6541 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 226 — 1975 

233- 

643 0 

70-10-0 1 

80-04-30 

IS : 5086 — 1969 

186. 

5542 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1977 — 1975 

234. 

6.130 

79-10-01 

8 0-09-30 

IS : 427 — 1965 

187- 

5544 

79-09-16 

80-0H-1 5 

IS : 1786 1966 

235. 

6440 

79-1 !l-0 1 

80-69-36 

IS: 427 — 1965 

188. 

5547 

79-10-01 

80-0 9-3 0 

IS ; 7121 — 1973 

236. 

6441 

79- 10-0 1 

80-69-36 

I S : 4 2 7 — 19 6 5 

189. 

5548 

79-10-01 

80-99-30 

IS : 7 122—1973 

2 3 7. 

64 42 

7 0- 10-61 

3 00 9-30 

TS ■ 26 1,5 — 196 4 

190. 

555 4 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 633 — 1 976 

238. 

6443 

79 - 10' 16 

8 6- 1 6- 1 

IS- ‘ i5 45 6 — 19 69 

ISl. 

6667 

79-10-01 

80-0 9-30 

IS : 4654 — 1974 

239. 

6449 

9-10-01 

86-69-J6 

IS : 9 1 6 — 19 7 5 

192. 

5569 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 6695 — 1972 

240. 

6462 

79-10-16 

80-10-16 

IS 325 — 1970 





IS : 7538-1976 

241. 

6471 

79-11-01 

8 0-1 0-31 

iS : 3 9 8 (hr 1 flit 

193. 

5570 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS: 3 25 — 19 70 





3 ) — 1976 

194 

5573 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 5346 — 1975 

242. 

G50U 

79-1 1-01 

80-10-31 

IS ; 1943 — 1964 

195. 

6577 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 1925 — 1974 





i S : 2 5b 6 — ' 1965 

196. 

5693 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS: ;29n6 — 1969 

243. 

6520 

79-11-01 

30-10-31 

IS : 2580 — 1965 

197. 

5747 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 996—1964 

244. 

t.526 

79-1 1-16 

1-16 

IS : 5 5 57 — 19 69 

198. 

5842 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 562 — 1 972 

245. 

6713 

79-0 4-lG 

y 6' 6 .1- 1 5 

IS : 148 5 — 197 6 

199 . 

5843 

79-10-16 

8 0- 1'0-lS 

IS ; 5 6 5 — 19 7 5 

246. 

6889 

79-09-0] 

80-08-31 

IS : 8054 — 1976 
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(1) 

( 2 ) 


(3) 

(4) 


(5) 


247. 

69 6 5 

7 

9-1 0-0 1 

80-09-30 

IS 

; : 1161 

— 1968 

248. 

6994 

79-0 5- 1 6 

80-05 1 5 

IS: 

; 1230-' 

-1968 

249 

7083 

79- 

-07-01 

80-06-30 

IS: 

384 — 

1 971 

250 

7093 

79 

-0 7-01 

80-06-30 

IS: 

: 1396 — 1968 

251. 

7144 

79 

i-US-16 

80-08-15 

IS 

: 1786- 

— 1966 

252 

7162 

79- 

■09-01 

80-08-31 

IS : 

3 2 5— 

1070 

253. 

7196 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS: 

13 3— 

1975 

2 5 4. 

7198 

79 

-Oy- 1 6 

80-09-1 5 

IS 

; 4355- 

-1977 

265 

7209 

79 

-00-16 

80-09-15 

IS: 

410 — 

1977 

256. 

7215 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS: 

6014- 

-1978 

25 7 

7210 

79- 

09-16 

80-09-15 

IS; 

6915 — 1978 

2 5 8. 

7217 

7 9 

-09-16 

80-09-1 5 

IS 

: 16601 

[ITFT 1 ) 






- 

— 1967 


259 

7210 

7 9- 

09-16 

80-09-15 

IS 

: 398 

(tfmT2) 







— 1976 

260, 

7227 

79- 

-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 

: 4956- 

-1968 

261 

7228 

7 9- 

10-01 

80-09-3 0 

IS: 

1786— 

-1966 

262. 

7229 

7 9- 

-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 

:737— 

-1974 

263. 

7231 

79- 

■10-0 1 

80-09-30 

IS: 

6063—1971 

264. 

7234 

79- 

10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 

1 786— 

“ 1 f US H 

265. 

7236 

79- 

■09-16 

80-09-1 .5 

IS: 

7 3 71- 

-1975 

266. 

7242 

79- 

■10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 

4984 — 1972 

267. 

7243 

79- 

09-16 

80-09-15 

IS: 

1161- 

-1968 

268. 

7245 

79- 

10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 

.37 1 — 

1966 

269. 

7247 

7,9- 

■10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 

1153- 

-1975 

270. 

7248 

7 9- 

10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 

958 — 

1975 

271. 

7249 

79- 

1 0-0 I 

80-09-30 

IS: 

1674— 

-1970 

27 2. 

72.50 

79- 

10-01 

80-09-30 

IS: 

1 1 5 .1— 

-1957 

273. 

7256 

79- 

-10-01 

« 0-00-80 

IS: 

1786- 

-1966 

27 4. 

7257 

79- 

10-16 

80-09- 30 

IS: 

226 

1975 

275. 

7258 

79- 

10-10 

8 0-10-15 

IS: 

2818 

(trnt 2 ) 






- 

-19 71 


276. 

7263 

7 9- 

10-16 

80-10-15 

IS. 

2 7 0 7- 

-1973 

277- 

7265 

79- 

1 0- 1 6 

80-10-15 

IS- 

8 34 — 

1975 

278. 

7267 

79- 

10-16 

80-10-15 

IS: 

17.8 6— 

-1960 

279. 

7270 

7 9- 

10-16 

80-10-15 

IS: 

2 9 0 6— 

-1969 

280. 

7273 

79- 

10-16 

8 0-10-15 

IS: 

6 595— 

-1972 


(Ho iTiIo 3: 12 ) 
(Jo 4t o *1(151?, WTJ! 


S.O. 732 In pci suan<-c ai 1' suh-reguIa(ion(l ) of R- galalion 
8 of the Indian Standards Inilitution (Cei (ilicaticn Maik-jl 
Regulations 195.‘i, as amenacd from lime, to tiTne. (he Indian 
Standards Institution, hereby, noliflcs that 280 iiceneer, i-arth 
culars of whieli are given in the following Schedule, have hicji 
renewed during the month of Oetohn, 1979 : 


SCHEDULE 


S). 

No. 

CM/L 

No, 

Valid 

From 

To 

Indian Standard 
Specification No. 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

1. 

24 

79-10-16 

RO-10-15 

IS 

: 21-1975 

2. 

175 

79-17-16 

80-05-30 

IS 

: 220—1972 





IS 

: 1581— 1975 

3, 

176 

79-07-16 

80-06-30 

IS 

: 1221—1971 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) (4) 

(5) 


4. 195 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 303— 1975 


.5. 348 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 916-1966 


6. 430 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

; 226—1975 


7. 432 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS 

: 694-1977 


8. 588 

79 10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

:6 94 (Par I & 

in- 





19b4 


9, 610 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

; 694 (Part I ;& 

H)- 





1964 


10. 622 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 1653—1972 


11. 63.3 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 277—1969 


12. 634 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

; 1029—1970 


13. 635 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

; 1977—1975 


14. 636 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

: 2062—1969 


15. 701 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

: 1675—1971 


16. 765 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS 

; 1977—1975 


17. 776 

79-08-01 

30-07-31 

IS 

419—1967 


18. 782 

79-0-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

: 1785 (Part 11— 

1966 




IS 

; 1785(Parl II>— 1967 

19. 792 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

398_. 1976 


20. 793 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

226-1975 


21. 1041 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

1875—1971 


22. 1042 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

2830—1975 


23. 1043 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

2831—1975 


24. 1125 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS 

1855—1977 





IS 

1856—1977 


25. 1126 

79-09-01 

80-03-31 

IS 

2266-1977 





IS 

2581—1977 


26. 1 146 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

226—197.5 


27. 1147 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

TS 

1977-1975 


28. 1150 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

1554 (PartT)- 

1964 

29. 1216 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS 

1875—1978 


30. 1277 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

1977—1975 


31. 1276 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

226-1975 


.32. 1307 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS 

2645—1975 


33. 1317 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

TS 

3975—1967 


34. 1338 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

692—197.3 


35. 1340 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

3196—1974 


36. 1462 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

1856-1970 


37. 1490 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS 

266-1977 


.38. 1515 

79-09-01 

80-0.3-31 

IS 

779—1978 


39. 1517 

79-09-16 

80-09-1 5 

IS 

561— 1972 


M). 1531 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS 

10 (Part IV)- 1966 

41. 1674 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS 

3899.^^1966 


42. 1683 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS 

916—1975 


43. 1810 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

TS 

2266-1970 


44. 1314 

79-10-16 

80.10-15 

TS 

: 21—1975 


45. 183! 

79-10-01 

80-09 30 

IS ; 

: 1786—1966 


46. 1841 

79-10 01 

RO-09-,30 

IS : 

562-1972 


47. 1905 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

TS ; 

1564—1975 


48. 1954 

79-10.01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 

158—1968 


.49. 2026 

79-03-16 

80-08-15 

IS ■ 

617.5—1971 





IS ; 

2b21 — 1975 


50. 2043 

79-10-16 

80-10 15 

IS : 

561—1972 


51. 2069 

79-09-16 

SO-09-15 

IS : 

280-1972 


52. 207.3 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 

325—1970 


53. 2093 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 

226— 1975 


54. 2094 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 

1977—1975 


55. 2104 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 

KPart TV)- 1976 

,56. 2110 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 

24-5—1970 


57. 2117 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 

10 (Part IV)— 1976 

58. 2119 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

TS ; 

1786—1964 


59. 2127 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS ; 

5100—1969 



IS 1 3101—1969 
IS ; 5102— 19S9 
IS ; 5103—1963 



[wnr II — wnr 3 

M 1 IMHI — . 1 Ifl I'JjrTIU'l ' 

(ii)] 
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ri) ( 2 ) 

(:<) 

14 ) 

(5) 

( 1 ) 623 

(-?) 

14) 

(5) 


60. 7.186 

79-o:;-n! 

.,0 07-? 1 ' 

TS : 10 (I'Hitlll) 1974 

121. ■'■.50-8 

79-08'0l 

80-0t-3 1 

IS : 80,57-1974 


61. 2762 

79-10-01 

'10-09-30 

IS : 3236—1965 

122 . .1,520 

79 - 10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 5277—1469 


62. 2276 

79-10 01 

30-09-30 

IS : 6:2--l972 

123. 455'" 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

TS : 226—1 975 


6,1. 2282 

79-10-01 

80-09-10 

IS ; 2567- 1973 

12-i. 461,4 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 261-1966 


64, 2294 

79-10-01 

SO 09.30 

I S; 2480—1973 

125. 1613 

:'9- 10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 56.1-1961 


65, 23S6 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS ; 323—1959 

126. 4614 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : ?90?— KCC 


66. 2401 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

l.S ; 1221 -1071 

127, 4616 

79-09-16 

SO-09-15 

IS : .561 -1972 


67. 2455 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

TS : 694-1977 

128. 4618 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : '65 1975 


68. 2457 

79-11-16 

80-11-15 

IS : 226-1975 

129. 4623 

'9 09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 286/- 196,t 


69. 2458 

79-11-16 

80-11-15. 

.IS ■ I977-- 1975 

I’O. 4627 

79 09 16 

80-09-15 

jS : 4985—19(8 


70. 2662 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 4-450—1967 

131. 46-14 

79-09-16 

80-09- J 5 

IS : 2552- 1970 


71. 2664 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 3811— 1 976- 

132. 4o4S 

79 - 10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 32.5—1970 


72. 2735 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS : i.554(r;-..tll— 19^6 

1 ?3. 4649 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : .398—1976 


73. 2754 

79 09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 1 ■’83— 197-1 

L''4. 46?6 

79-10-lb 

80-10-15 

IS ; .‘'61-1972 


74. 2777 

79-10-01 

KO-09-30 

l.S : 2566—1965 

135. 4668 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS . 6914—1978 





IS ; 1943—1964 

136. 4669 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

TS : 6915—1978 


75. 2787 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS, ; 30?-' (Part 1 & 1])— 

137, 4683 

79-10-01 . 

80-09-30 

IS : 561 — 1972 





1965 

138. 4686 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 56J- 1975 


76. 2910 

79-08- 16 

80-08- 1 5 

IS : 1786- 1966 

139. 4695 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 4151—1976 


77. 2999 

70-01-10 

80-09-30 

IS : 779—1968 

140, 4699 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1848—1971 


73. 3042 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 10 (Pull III- - 3976 

141. 4700 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1S48— 1971 


79. 3077 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 2509-- 1573 

142. 4701 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1848—1971 


30. 3117 

79-08-16 

80-08-1' 

TS : 21 — 1975 

143, 4705 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1848—1971 


81. 3146 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS : 9ir- 1975 

144. 4706 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1848-1971 


82. 3163 

79-10-01 

30-09-30 

IS ; 1601—1960 

145. 4707 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1848—1971 


83. 3171 

79-10-01 

80-00-30 

IS : 1943—1964 

146, 4708 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : IMS— 1971 





IS : 2560- 1965 

147. 4713 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1M8— 1971 


84. 3181 

79-10-16 

30-1 C-! 5 

IS , ??8- 197'- 

148. 4715 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

TS : 1848-1971 


85, 31.90 

7.9-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS ; 1601 - 196^0 






86. 3387 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 6240—1976 

149, 4717 

79-08-01 

80-07-3 1 

IS ■ 694 (Part I)- 

-1977 

87. 3224 

79-08-01 

80 07-31 

IS : 2,'9'3- l')77 

•50. 4722 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 1601—1960 


88. 3491 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 6003—1970 

151. 4625 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS . 1601—1960 


89. 3514 

79 - 10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 2567—1973 

152. 4733 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

TS : 1520—1972 


90. 3541 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 1(93'— 19(8 




.IS ; 325—1970 


91. 3544 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS . 166.0 (Part IV}— 

1975 

153. 4734 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 4246—1972 


92 . 3557 

79-07-01 

80-06-30 

IS : 170.3—1968 

154. 4745 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 1925-1974 


93. 3562 

79-10-K. 

80-10-15 

IS : .2509—197? 

155. 4755 

79-n-Ol 

80-10-31 

IS : 561—1972 


94. 357d 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 22o- -1975 

156. 4756 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 564—1975 


95. 3577 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS: 1977—1975 

157. 5782 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 561—1972 


96. 3583 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 4985—1968 

158, 4783 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 5346—1975 


97. 3602 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

TS : I6C1 — 19 0 

159. 4790 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS ; 7409—1974 


98 . 3606 

79-08-16 

8C-08 15 

IS : 6914—19,3 






99. 3,07 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS ; 691.5- 1973 

160. 4898 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 562— 1972 


100. 3681 

79-10 01 

80-09-30 

IS : 633— 19,V 

161. 4901 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 562—1972 


101. 3742 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

m : 5852- 1970 

162, 5071 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1 970—1 974 


102. 378C 

79-10-01 

80-C9-,’0 

13 : "-■'64— 1970 

163. 52.35 

79-06-01 

80-05-31 

IS : 970—1974 


103. 3820 

79-11-16 

10-11-15 

IS . 1786—1966 

164. 5,308 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS : 427—1 965 


104. 3872 

, 9-07-1 r 

80-07-15 

IS : 10 (Part Tv;»— 1976 






105. 3891 

79-OS-Ol 

SO-07-3 1 

IS ; 285-- 1974 

165. 5353 

79-07-16 

80-07-15 

IS ; 10 (Part IV)- 

-1976 

106. .391! 

79 - 10-01 

80-09-,^ 0 

IS : 2596,— 1964 

166. 5389 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS : 1786—1966 


107. 3942 

79-09- Cl 

IC-0S-,.l 

IS : 226—1975 

167. 5425 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS ; 280— 1972 


108. 3959 

/9- 10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1596—1977 

168. 5433 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

IS : 1601-1960 


109. 396 O 

79-10-01 

SO 09-30 

IS : ,'61 1972 










169. 5440 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS ; 1307- 1973 


110, 4010 

79-11-01 

80-10-^1 

IS : 560—1969 






111. 4024 

79-10-16 

30-1 0-1 5 

IS : 2925- 1975 

170. 5443 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS ; 1977— 1975 


112. 4110 

79-10-01 

80-09- 30 

IS : 7185—1973 

171. 5456 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS ; 427—1965 


113. 4282 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 6914—1973 

172. 5472 

79-09-16 

80-09-1 5 

TS ; 398 (Pari 1 & II) 

114. 4283 

79 - 10-01 

80-09-30 

TS : 6915- 1973 




— 1976 


115, 4301 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

I.S : 204—1974 

173. 5473 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS ; 91 6— 1966 


116. 4420 

79-10-01 

3,0-09-30 

IS : 1786—1966 

174. 5489 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 1601 — 1960 


117. 4445 

79-08-01 

-80-07-31 

IS : 1970 






118. 4482 

79-07-01 

.sn-or.,'!) 

IS : 33.5—1972 

175. 5495 

79-08-1 6 

H0-0S-I5 

IS : 21- 1975 


119. 4491 

79-07-16 

80-07- 1 5 

IS : 10 6Pa; ( 11)— 1976 

176. 5505 

79-09-1 6 

80-09-15 

IS : 1026—1966 


120. 4498 

79-08-01 

80-07-3 1 

IS ; 2834-.-iq64 

177. 5507 

79-09-1 6 

80-09-15 

IS ; 4654—1974 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

151 

178. 5599 

79^10-01 

RO-nO-.IQ 

IS : 398- -1976 

179. 5514 

79.10-01 

80-09-30 

IS :46.‘;4— 1974 

180. 5522 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 6914—1978 

181. 5523 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 226— 1975 

182. 5525 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 5.852- 1973 

183. 4527 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

r.S ;69i4- 1.978 

184. 5537 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; l.lOli- 1974 

185. 5541 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 226— 1975 

186, 5542 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 1977— 1975 

187. 5544 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 1786— 1966 

188. 5547 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 7121—1973 

189. 5548 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 7122—1973 

190. 55,54 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 633- ~1 975 

191. 5557 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 4654— 1974 

192. 5569 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 6595-1972 
IS : 75-38- -1975 

193. 5570 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 325—1970 

194. 5573 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 5346 -1975 

195. 5577 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 1925—1974 

196. 5593 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 2906—1.969 

197. 5747 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 996—1964 

198. 5842 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 562—1972 

199. 5843 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 565—1975 

200. 5844 

79-10-16 

80-10-1 5 

IS : 032—1972 

201. 5845 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 633—1975 

202. 5846 

79-10-1 6 

80-10-15 

IS : 1307-1973 

203. 5848 

79-10-16 

80-10-1,5 

IS : 2567—1973 

204. 5849 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 2682—1 966 

205. 5850 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 2861—1964 

206. 5851 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 4323—1967 

207. 5852 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS ; 5277—1969 

208. 5853 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

IS : 5281—1969 

209. 5854 

79-10-1 6 

80-10-15 

IS ; 6439—1972 

210. 5873 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 3237—1965 

211. 5902 

79-09-16 

80-09-1 5 

IS : 561—1972 

212. 5930 

79-02-01 

80-01-31 

IS : 1165— 1975 

213. 5943 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

IS : 633—1975 

214. 6129 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS : 419—1967 

215. 6286 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS : 1989 -1973 

216. 6293 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1026-1966 

217. 6308 

79-09-1 6 

80-09-15 

IS : 3623—1966 

218. 6317 

79-08-01 

80-07-31 

IS ; 1165— 1975 

219. 6335 

79-08-1 6 

80-08-15 

IS : 916—1975 

220, 6350 

79-08-1 6 

80-08-1 5 

IS : 3481—1966 

221. 6359 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS : 4159— 1976 

222. 6374 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS ; 1221— 1971 

223. 6380 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS : 1786—1966 

224, 6382 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

IS : 4431—1 967 

225. 6392 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS ; 133—1975 

226, 6395 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS : 1239 fPdi-t Il- 

227. 6101 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

ls : 137—1975 

IS ; 3536— 1966 

IS ; 3537—1966 

IS : 5600—1970 

228. 6408 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

IS ; 2834 -1964 

2l9. 6110 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1161—1968 

2,30. 6412 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 384-1971 

231. 6418 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

IS ; 1161 -1968 


(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

232. 6427 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

233 . 6430 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

234. 6439 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

235. 6640 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

236. 6441 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

237. 6442 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

238, 6443 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

239. 6449 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

240. 6452 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

241. 6471 

79-11-01 

80-10-31 

242. 6500 

79-11 -01 

80-10-31 

243. 6520 

79-1 1 -01 

80-10-31 

244. 6526 

79-11-16 

80-11-15 

245. 6713 

79-04-16 

80-04-15 

246. 6889 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

247. 6965 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

248. 6994 

79-05-1 6 

80-05-1 5 

249. 7083 

70-07-01 

80-06-30 

250. 7093 

79-07-01 

80-06-30 

251. 7144 

79-08-16 

80-08-15 

252. 7162 

79-09-01 

80-08-31 

253. 7196 

79-09-1 6 

80-09-15 

254. 7198 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

255. 7209 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

256. 7215 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

257, 7216 

79-09-1 6 

80-09-15 

258. 7217 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

259. 7219 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

260. 7227 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

261. 7228 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

262. 7229 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

263. 7231 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

264. 7234 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

265. 7235 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

266. 7242 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

267. 7243 

79-09-16 

80-09-15 

268. 7245 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

269. 7247 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

270. 7248 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

271. 7249 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

272. 7250 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

273, 7256 

79-10-01 

80-09-30 

274. 7257 

79-10-16 

80-09-30 

275. 7258 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

276. 7263 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

277. 7265 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

278. 7267 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

279. 7270 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 

280. 7273 

79-10-16 

80-10-15 


A.P. BANERII, 


(5) 

IS : 325—1970 
IS : 5086— 1969 
IS : 427— 1965 
IS ; 427—1965 
IS ; 427—1965 
IS : 2645—1964 
IS : 5456-1969 
IS ; 916—1975 
IS : 325—1970 
IS :398 (PdTt I AIll- 
1976 

IS ; 1943—1964 
IS : 2566— 1965 
IS ; 2580— 1965 
IS ; 5557—1969 
IS : 1485—1976 
IS ; 8054—1976 
IS : 1161—1968 
IS : 1230- 1968 
IS ; 384—1971 
IS ■,1398—1968 
IS : 1786— 1966 
IS ; 325—1970 
IS : 133—1975 
IS ; 4355—1977 
IS : 410-1977 
IS : 6914—1978 
IS : 6915—1978 
IS ; 1660 (pH rtl)- 1967 
IS :398 (Pnit Il)-1976 
IS : 4956—1968 
IS ; 1786—1966 
IS : 737—1974 
IS : 6063—1971 
IS : 1786—1966 
IS : 7371— 1975 
IS ; 4984-1972 
IS : 1161— 1968 
IS ; 371—1966 
IS : 1153—1975 
IS : 958 — 1975 
IS : 1674—1970 
IS ; 1154— 1957 
IS; 1786—1966 
IS ; 226— 1975 
IS :28]8 fPai tlll— 
1971 

IS ; 2707—1973 
IS : 834—1975 
IS : 1786-1966 
IS : 2906— 1969 
IS : 6595- 1972 


[No. CMD/13 ■ 12] 
Addl. Dlre.'tor General 
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[jtftII — 3 (ii)] 


ihnwT 

(WF^ fv(n>i) 

18'HT'T^, t9S0 

HT'’ WTo 733. — (STFKT irfinTif^r) rfijpm, 1977 

( 1 9 7 7 TT 2 1 ) # UFT 4 irV ( ] ) jm 51?^^ wTwif 

^ Wltn" ^ gTT, ^qxTrr r|737T7 ir?T^ST7T tfTSfTFfirfT 
'f5t ’fi'flV'H 'H'jo'yM Tf^r^, Hi ftwTl (^Tfir) 

3T>TT'5m' H IS liTtrf)', loao ii vrnTTift- tWsnfrRnu 

% TO TT fTOFE rcfr ^1 

«To H^VI J^nr ^ ^ 'rfl'TTHTO*;'!, TOItfl 'TOTOf ^ 

^ 18 TiTTd, 1980 fT ifk FFpraro FiF«rTO ITT 

fwTOTWT liWera- % JTirRPP % to tt towr ^ ton i 
[ifw FTRo- 1101 s/o/so-w^? 

Cto4Vo Hrcl4l, 


MINISTRY OF IIEAL'I H & FASULY WELFARE 

(D«pflrttncnt of Health) 

New Delhi, the 18lh Fcbiuaty, 1980 
NOTIFICATION 

5.0, 733. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec- 
tion (i) of Section 4 of the Yoga Undertakings (Taking over 
of Management) Act, 1977 (21 of 1977) the Central Go- 
vernment hereby appoints Dr. Naresh Kumar, Asstt. Direc- 
tor (Yoga), Central Council for Research in Yoga and Na- 
turopalby. New Delhi as Administrator of the Central Res- 
earch Institute for Yoga and Vishwayiitan Yogashram with 
effect from the forenoon of the 18th February, 1980 till 
further orders. 

Consequent on the appoinimeiit of Dr. Naresh Kumar 
Swami Mantivaryaji relinquished charge of the post of the 
Administrator of the Ccntinl Research Instt. for Yoga and 
Vishwayat.an Yogashram from the forenoon of the I 8 lh 
February, 1980. 

[No. R. 11015/6/80-Ay. Desk III] 
T. V. ANTONY, it. Secy. 

Tf fetf) , 5 rrrd', 1980 

Too WTo 734. — wYt: hlTOR ^iFITT TOrFTh # 
18-2-1980 wo WTo IIOIS/S/SO-STTOO $Wip-ttoT, 

WTOTO ypT =[ 1^4 hFl WWTPT nw fTTOm t 

ifFTTSTT % siWTtr TO 'pto ^ ^ % hiwWFTFr Too hYvT j;jn3 

^ tfhi Ff^wtjiq tiwHN qw totmTrr qnrnrw ff toti % 

TO TO TOtJwR 18-2-1980 (q'Ul^j) ^ ^ tolT I 

[pfo WITO- 1101 s/c/sO-tTTUo iw-hloj 

jhiF TOlto, w’T-wf^q' 

New Delhi, the 5th March, 1980 

5.0. 734. — Consequent on the relinquishment of the 
management of the Central Research Institute for Yoga and 
Vishwayatan Yogashram by the Central Government vide 
Ministry of Health and Family Welfare Notification 
No. R. 11015/3/80-Ay. Desk HI, dated the 18-2-1980, 
Dr. Naresh Kumar relinquished the charge of the post of 
Administrator of the Central Research Institute for Yoga 
and Vishwayatan Yogashram with effect from 18-2-1980 
(Afternoon). 

[No. R. 11015/6/80-Ay. Desk Til] 
S. K. KARTHAK, Dy. Secy. 


Ftbc H^TOirm ftewm) 

4 117^, 1980 

Too Wro 7 3 5. — WTTTT TOTOF ^ OTT fwwto WSm % 

ffto fWnT % 30 tolTOF, 1978 >l?r Tff) WW lY 4 t], 

Too iqrotro 281 torrir 20 - 1-1979 % wtitt % ttstto 

^ WR 2, gro 3, wwT ( 2) if wTOfror ^ qf, totFi wwht 

oi iq, TOfto TO o qr o 1 6 2 % stroffw toxw % if 

13-1-79 qff OT I 

[ffo 14-20/76-tltTo^o 1 ] 
nffo qWo ^nWT, KTO 

MlNISmV OF AGRICULTURE AND IRRIGATION 
(Department of Agriculture and Co-opetadon) 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 1980 

S.O. 735 — Notification of the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Agriculture and Irrigation (Department of 
Agriculture) of even number dated the 30Lh December, 
1978 published in the Gazette of India, Part IT Swtion 3 
Sub-section (ii) vide S.O. No. 281 dateel 20-1-1979 may be 
treated as deleted, as it has already been published in the 
Gazette dated 13th January, 1979 under S.O. 162. 

[No. 14-20/76-Ll>ri 
M. S. KHURANA, Under Secy. 

«nT ^^a^RTO 

wiqr 

20'FTOff, 1980 

TO o FTTo 7 3 6 . — WTTOT qff IFI ^ ftp TTRIS 

if fimf toY if wTt ff fh sftor aftor fTR. 

fitoltW % if WTO3 IffhfTOff qYP Tdif) TOfTOlf % 

qip qkfffw fwq fwwK^; 

qfr TO: •f’-afq WTTOT Wnt tojTq pif nrnrfir^TO % ftrq 
Wftra TTWr qiHHfq WWITcff 

qff;, qq, tfWttop tosTO qfijtorq, 1947 ( 1947 TO 14) 
tff tfFT 7-4t qk tTRT 10 ^Ef TOHKf ( l) ^ (q) ffTTT 
840 iftfiwfr TO spftff qrtif gq, wttot qqr qVEfrtTOr qffr- 

TOyr fftof tpTfff ^ hlsial'i qftjro^ fffo 

irffr, ffriTO tjTOinh tor if ijmr qk tro; feK ift 
W7S qkftfw qfrorrq tpf torMto fqq TOtrff ?:i 

F toksw wnr % tow if qrofto qfro qfwr fwr >iff, 

HZ q «ff aftop tofwq, W?PT4t qk >sff tffoqqo tftfTOTTO, 
xr'n- iHiqkt TO qffit-qqY ^TOWPT if, tPTOr; ft tot: 

q'l t qtp TOT TOT tprif ttoff, qtrtorf TOrqtlqT | ? qfq wiff, fit 
wqttTO TOfror froi q^wto % ctirt ^ ; 

[WTOTtpIo- 170 12 / 23 / 79^0 4(tl)] 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 20th February, 1980 

S.O. 736. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of Life Insurance Corporation of 
India, Trivandrum and their workmen in respect ot the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 


1267CtI/79— 8. 
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Arid whereas (he Central Government considers it dc.sirahlc 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 7A and clarrse (d) of sub-scction (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Di.spntes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which 
Shri T. Sudarsanam Daniel shall be the Presiding Officer with 
headquarters at Madras and refers the said- dLspute for adju- 
dication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the Life Insurance Corporation of 
India in relation to their Trivandrum Division in 
reducing the pay of Shri Joseph Philip, Assistant, 
and Shri C. S. Srecnivasan, Adrema Operator, in 
their respective scales of pay by two stages and 
one stage respectively by way of punishment, is 
justified 7 If not, to what reEef are the concerned 
workmen entitled ? 

[No. I.-17012/23/79-D.IV(A).] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23rd Eebruary, 1980 

S.O. 737.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in rela- 
tion to the management of National Insurance Company, 
Madras, and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which Shri 
T. Sudarsanam Daniel shall be the Presiding Officer whith head- 
quarters at Madras and refers the said dispute for adjudication 
to the said Tribunal. 
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SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of National In.su- 
rance Company Limited, Madras in not rccatcgorising the under- 
mentioned workmen to higher cadre is justified 7 If not, 
to what rehef arc the concerned workmen entitled ? 


SI. Name Designation 

No. 

1. Shri T. A. Krishnamoorthy 

2. Shri C. Krishnan 

3. Shri S. Ramanathan 

4. Shri T. N. Govindarajulu 

5. Shri A.P. Sreedhara Prabhu 

6. Shri G, Siva.subramanian 

7. Shri P.D. Padmanabhan 

8. Shri S. Janakiraman 

9. Shri N. Ramamurthy 

10. Shri K. Pecthambaram 

11. Shri A.K. Venkatarathnam 

12. Shri J. Radhakrishnan 

13. Shri A.V.D. 'Souza 

14. Shri P. Lokiah 

[No. L— 17012/13/79-D. 1V(A)] 
NAND LAL, Desk Officer 


Sr. Assistant 
Sr. Assistant 
Sr. Assistant 
Sr. Assistant 
Sr. Assistant 
Assistant 
Assistant 
Assistant 
Assistant 
Assistant 
Assistant 
Assistant 

Assistant (Officiating) 
Assistant (Officiating) 


New Delhi, the lOth March, 1980 

S.O. 738 . — In pursuance of .section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Western Coalfields, Kanhan Area (Madhya Pradesh) and 
their workmen, which was icccived by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 4th March, 1980. 


BEFORE SHRI A, O. QURESHI, M.A„ LL.B., PRESIDING 
OFFICER CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TKIBUNAI^ 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 

Case No. CGIT/LC(R)(48)/I979 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Western 
Coalfields Limited, Kanhan Area. P,0. Dungarla, 
Di.strict Chhindwara (M.P.) and their workmen re- 
presented through the President, Bhartiya Koyla 
Khadan Mazdoor Sangh (BMS), Chandametta, Dis- 
trict Chhindwara (M.P,), 
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APPEARANCES ; 

For Union — S/Shri S. S. Shakarwar, Advocate & S. B. 
Singh, President. 

For Management. — Shri P. S. Nair, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Coal DISTRICT : Chhindwara (M.P.) 

AWARD 

The Covcrnmcnt of India in the Ministry of Labour vide 
it’s Order No. L-22012(3)^7S-D.1V(AJ Dated 25th September, 
1978, referred the followjng dispute for adjudication to this 
Trihunal ; — 

"Whether the action of the management of Western 
Coalfields Limited, Kanhan Area, in relation to 
their Hirdagarh Siding, in terminating the services 
of Shri Harisingh .son of Shri Sardar Singh, Dozer 
Operator, is justified V If not, to what relief is the 
concerned vvorkman entitled ?" 


and- his engagement was not continuous. As such his absorp- 
tion as permanent workman as demanded is not justified under 
the prevailing Jaw or subsiding agreement between the WCL 
Management and the union, Management also brought it 
to the notice of the union that he was regular worker ol 
the transport carriers and he has filed a claim before the 
ALC (C) Chhindwara against the contractor for the period 
imder dispute, The action of the management in terrninating 
the service of Shri Hari Singh S/o Sardar Singh was justified 
to which the union has nothing to say. After prolonged dis- 
cLLssion, in the interest of Industrial harmony and peaceful 
labour relation the dispute was re.solved on the following 
terms and conditions. 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

1. It is agreed between the parties that Sri Hari Singh S/o 
Sardar Singh, Ex. Casual worker of Hirdagarh Siding will 
reinstated on duty as Driver in Cat. V within seven days 
from the date of signing this settlement and will be posted 
in Ambara sub area. 


2. After the receipt of the reference the partie.s were a.sked 
to file their respective written statements, rejoinder and docu- 
ments on different dates. After the pleadings were filed by 
the parties the case was fixed for evidence, On 7-6-1979 after 
the admission and denial of documents by the parties each 
side examined one witness, and 11-6-1979 was fixed for 
arguments. As the Counsel for the Union could not reach 
Jabalpur in time the case w.is adjourned to 12-6-1979. On 
12-6-1979 Counsel for the Union, Shri Shakarwar, moved an 
application for production of documents by the management 
and for adducing additional evidence. Then the Tribunal 
fixed 22-6-1979 for reply to the Union’s application, for pro- 
duction of documents and for arguments on merits. After 
hearing the parties, the Tribunal directed the management to 
produce the called for documents and further allowed the 
Union to examine one more witnes.s. But before the Union 
could led the further evidence good sense prevailed in the 
parties and they have sent a compromise petition by post 
which was received in the Tribunal on 7-1-1980. On receiv- 
ing the aforesaid compromise petition 1-2-1980 was fixed for 
verification of the compromise petition. On 1-2-1980 Counsels 
for both the parties appeared and verified the same before 
the Tribunal. 

3. I have gone through the terms of the settlement arrived 
at between the parties and am of the opinion that they are 
fair and reasonable and are beneficial to the workman. I, 
therefore, make an award in terms of the settlement, the copy 
of which is annexed herewith as part of this award. 

23-2-1980, 

A. G. QURESHI, Presiding Officer. 

FORM— H 
(See Rule— 58) 

FORM FOR MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 
Name of parties 

(a) Representing Employer : — fl) Shri B. K. Sinha, 

Dy. Personnel Manager, Kanhan Area. 

(2) Shri K. K. Bak.shi, Dy. Personnel Manager, (IR) 

Kanhan Area, 

(b) Representing workman : — ^Shri S. B. Singh, President, 

BKMS (BMS) Union, Chandametta. 

SHORT RECITAL OF THE CASE 

The BKMS (BMS) Union raised a dispute with the Conci- 
liation Officer Chhindwara over the alleged illegal teimination 
from services of one Shri Hari Singh S/o Sardar Singh, Ex- 
Casual worker of Hirdagarh Siding. After failure of the con- 
ciliation the case was referred by the Government of India 
in adjudication to the Central Government Indstrial Tribunal 
Inbalpur constituted under section 7(a) of the Tndu.strial Dis- 
putes Act 1947. The Tribunal is seized with ca.se for adju- 
dication. In the meantime the Union approached the manage- 
ment and expressed their desire lo settle the ease bv mutual 
discussion. Management informed the union that Shri Hari 
Singh was engaged as casual worker for a Icmporary period 


2. It is agreed between the parties that union and the 
workman individually or through any other union will not 
claim any wages for fhc period of stoppage from work i.e. 
from the dale of stoppage lo the date of signing this 
settlement. 

3. It is agreed between the partie.s that the period of 
idlenc.ss will be considered as DIES NON and as such will 
not be entitled for any wages on the principle of No work 
No pay. 


4. It is agreed between the parties that union or workman 
will not agitate over thi.s demand on any satutory or non- 
statutory forum as the said settlement has arrived at on the 
request of the union purely on humanitarian ground. 


5. The parlies agreed to file the .settlement before the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur with re- 
quest to pass an Award in terms of sctllemcnt as above. 


Representing Employer 
Sd./- 

B. K. SINHA. 

Dy. Personcl Manager (P) 


Representing workman 
Sd/- 

(S. B. SINGH) 
President, BKKMS(BMS) 


Sd/- 

(K. K. BAKSHI) 

Dy. PM(IR) 

PART OF THE AWARD 

A. G. QURESHI. 
Presiding Officer. 
23-2-80, 

[No, L-22012(3)/78-D.IV(A)] 


New Delhi, the 10th March, 1980 

S.O. 739. — ^In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Western Co.alflelds Limited, Kanhan Area, in relation to 
their Ghorawari Colliery and their workmen, which wa.s 
received by the Central Government on fhc 4th March, 
1980. 

BEFORE SHRI A. G. QURESHI, M.A., LL.B.. PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CUM-LABOURT COURT. JABALPUR ^M P.) 

Case No. CG1T/LC(R)(7)/1979 


PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Western 
Coalficld.s T.imilcd, Kantian Area in relation to 
their Ghorawari Colliery, District Chhindwara and 
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their workmen reprc.scnlcZ through the Bhartiya 
Koyltt Khadan Muzdoor Sangh (HMS), Chanda- 
metta, P.O. C.handamella, Distiict ChhindwaratM.F) 

APPEARANCES : 

For Onion — Shri B. K. Tiwaii, General Secretary. 

For Management — Slui P. S. Nuir, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY ; Coal DISTRICT : Chhindwata (M.P.) 

AWARD 

Dated February 22, 1980 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour vide 
it’s Order No, L-22012(llt/78-D.lV(A), dated 20th April, 
1978 referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal 

"Whether the action of the Manager, Ghorawari Colliery 
in terminating the services of Shri Santram S/o 
Shri Mussadi, Boring Mazdoor, with effect from 
the 13th March, 1977 is justilied ? If not, to what 
relief is the concerned workman entitled ?" 


2. Both the parties to the dispute were noticed to file their 
resjrectivc written statements on 22-5-1979 on which date the 
Unton filed it’s written statement but the management took 
time to file its written statement. The 1 ribunal hud directed 
the management to file a written stalemcnt-cum-rejoinder on 
7-6-1979, The management again sought an adjournment on 
7-6-1979. Ultimately the management filed its written state- 
ment-cum-rejoinder on 22-6-1979 and the Counsel for Union 
stated that he had nut to file any rejoinder on behalf of the 
Union. The case was then fixed for evidence of partie.s. But 
in the meantime, good sense prevailed in the parties and they 
have jointly sent an application, along with a Memorandum 
of Settlement, requesting the 'I ribunal to pass an award in 
terms of the settlement arrived at between thorn. Then the 
Tribunal fixed 2-2-1980 for verification of the terms of 
settlement on which date the parties appeared and verified 
the settlement. 


3. 1 have gone through the terms of the settlement anived 
at between the parties and am of the opinion that the terms 
of the settlement arc eminently fair and reasonable and are 
in the interest of the workman. 1, iherefore, make an award 
in terms of the settlement, the copy of which is annexed 
herewith as part of this award 

22-2-1980 

A, G. QURESHl, Presiding Officer. 


FORM— H 
(Sec Rule 58) 

FORM FOR MEMOIUkNDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

la) Representing employer : 1. Shri Arun Narayan, 
Manager Ghorawari Colliery, Kanhan Area. 

2. Shri B. K. Sinha, Dy. Personnel Manager (P) 
Kanhan. 

3. Shri K. K, Bakshi, Dy. Personnel Manager (IR) 
Kanhan. 

(b) Representing workman : 1, Shri B. K, 'fiwari General 
Secretary BKKMS (BMS) Union Chandametta. 

SHORT RECITAL OF THE CASE 

The BKKMS (BMS) Union raised a dispute with the Conci- 
liation Officer, Chhindwara over the alleged illegal termina- 
tion from services of one Shri Santram S/o Mu.ssadi, a Boring 
Mazdoor of Ghorawari Colliery. After (he failure of the con- 
ciliation the ca.se was referred by the Government of India in 
adjudication to the Central Government Industrial Trrbunal, 
Jabalpur constituted under section 7(til of Ihe Industrial Dis- 
putes Act 1947. The Tribunal has seized the case for adju- 
dication as per Order dated New Delhi the 2()th April 1979, 
In Jhe meantime the union ,anJ the management expressed 
their desire to settle the case by mutual discussion. According- 
ly the parties met on 11-12-1979. The action of the manage- 
ment in terminating the services of Shn Santram S/o Mussadi 


was justified to which the union has nothing to say. After 
prolonged discussion the management agreed to take sym- 
pathetic attitude on humanitarian groiinU in the mlerc.st of 
good industrial relation with the union and with a view to 
finally settle this request of the union on humanitarian ground. 
Accordingly the scttlemeDt arrived on the following terms. 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 


1. It is agreed between the parties that Shri Santram 
s/o Mussadi, Boring Mazduoi of Ghrowari Colliery 
will be taken on duty in the same capacity on hu- 
manitarian ground Irom the date of signing this 
settlement. 


2. It is agreed bctweeij the parties that union .and Ihe 

workman individually or through any other union 
will not claim any wages for the period of termina- 
tion i.e. from the date of termination to the date 
of signing this settlement. 

3. It ,is agreed between the parties that this is full and 

final selticment of this demand and the period of 
idleness will be considered as ‘NON DIES’ ‘No 
work no pay’. 


4. Tt Is agreed between the parties that union or work- 


man will not agitate 
tutory or non-statiiloi 

5. The partic.s agreed to 
Central Government 
with request to puss 
as above. 

Representing employer 
Sd/- 

1. (Arun Narayan) 

Sd/. 

2. (B, K. Sinha) 

Sd/. 

3. (K. K, Bakshi) 


over this demand on any sta- 
r forum. 

file ihe settlement before the 
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur 
Award in term.s of settlement 

Representing workman 
Sd/- 

(B. K. Tiwari) 
Genl. Sccy. 
BKKMS (BMS) 


22-2-1980 


PART OF THE AWARD 

Sd/- 

A. G. QURESHl, Presiding Ofllcer 

[No. L-22012(ii)/78-D.IV(A)] 
NAND LAL, Desk Officer. 


New Delhi, the 6th March, 1980 

S.O. 740. — ^In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur in the industrial 
dispute between the employer in relation to the management 
of Newton Chickli (Colliery of Western Coalfields Limited, 
Pench Area, Parasia and their workmen which wag received 
by the Central Government on 4th March, 1980. 


BEFORE SHRI A. G. QURESHl, M.A., LL.B., PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CGIT, LC(R)(341/197S 


PARTIES : 


Employers in relation to the management of Western 
Coalfields Limited, Pench ,\rea, Parasia and their 
workmen represented through the Secretary, M.P. 
Rashtriya Koyla Khadan Mazdoor Sangh (INTUC) 
Chandametta, P.O. Parasia, Distiict Chhindwara 
(M.P.). 
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appearances : 

For Union^ — ^Shri Gulob Gupta, Advocate and Shti S. 

S. Bliaradwaj. Secretary of the Union. 


industry and in Newtou Sub-Area there is suiplus labour, 
lienee It It not possible £oi' the industry to absorb additional 
hands, I he industry is already suttcring financial losses and 
is unable to bear ihc additional financial burden. 


For Management. — Shri P, S. Nair, Advocate, 

IDUSTRY : Coal DISTRICT ; Chhindwara (M.P.) 

AWARD 

The Government of India, in exercise of the powers con- 
rred to it by Clau.se (d) of Sub-secUon (1) ot Section 10 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, has referred the dis- 
itc between the employers in relation to the management of 
'estern Coalfields l.imited, Pench Area, Parasia and theii 
□ikmen, for adiudication to the Tribunal in respect of the 
alters specified in the following Schedule : 

SCHEDULE 


(.5) In Ihe rejoinder filed by the management, for the 
firsl time it was pointed out that one of the workman 
Rahim Khan was never appointed by the management and 
due to iwcrsight it was not brought to the notice earlier. 
Regarding the tub repairing job alleged to have been 
done by the workmen, it was pleaded that the work of tub 
repairing was earned on by one Shi'i Mahesh, Contractor, 
and there was no employer-employee relationship between 
the workman and the management. As regards the termina- 
tion of the services, it was averred by the management that 
there was no termination of seivlcc because the appoint- 
ments were only for a specific period whenever vacancies 
occurred and the term of employment could be brought to 
an end by efflux of time. The management also denied the 
commission of the breach of the Staiiding Orders. 


"Whether the action of the management of Newton 
Chickli Colliery in terminating the services of 

Sarva-Shri Mahesh S/o Parasram, Krishan. S/o Muiina- 
lai, Jagannalh S/o Ramdean Antram S/o Rehmanlal. 
Prem S/o Paia.srani Rahim Khan S/o Rcham is 
juatified 7 If not, to what relief arc the concerned 
workmen entitled ?” 


The management also raised legal objections about the, 
maintainability of the reference on the grounds fiiat since 
there was no demand on the management by the workmen, 
there could be no industrial dispute. The reference is vague 
and the Government has not applied its mind and made 
the reference mechanically. The workmen were not members 
of the union and therefore the union could not raise the 
dispute. 


2. The ease of the workmen in a epitome is that from 
-1-1974 to 24-9-1975 Ihe workmen had worked as Tub 
lepuirers at Newton Chickli Colliery, On 25-9-1975, the 
/orkmcn were given appointment orders as "Badli Depart- 
lental Piece Rated Workers" for the periorl of three months 
rith ellect from 1-10-1975, Thereafter the appointment was 
xiended for a period of two montfis from 1-1-1976, then 
igain for a period of three months from 1-3-1976. It was 
urther extended from i-6-1976 to 13-8-1976 and thereafter 
he services of all the .seven workmen were terminated wfth 
fleet from 1-10-1976. As such, according to the workmen, 
hey .served at Newton Chickli Colliery from January, 
1974 to September, 1976 i.e. about iwo ycaisj and nine 
nonlhs on the permanent nature of Jobs. They were also 
nud Provident Fund Bonus for the year 1976-77, Quarterly 
3onus, Paid holidays wages. Injury wages etc,, and so they 
tcqtiired the statn.s of the permanent workmen. Hence their 
itoppage from work with effect from 1-10-1976 was in 
:ontravcntion of Section 12A of the Certified Standing Orders 
and Section 25I-'(h) of the Industrial Disputc.s Act, 1947 
and tile said stoppage of work is also in utter disregard 
af Section 22(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 


6. In my opinion the objections about the maintainability 
arc devoid of any merit. The present dispute was raised by 
the workmen before the Assistant I abour Commissioner 
(Central) Chhindwara vide letter No. lNTUC/6/77/300 
Dated 26-8-1977 and the management admittedly participated 
in the conciliation proceedings. Shri Pavgi had represented 
the manugemeni as a Senior Personnel Officer of the 
management and during the proceedings the immagemcm 
had not jpised an obiection that the dispute was not raised 
cailier by the workmen. The management disputed the 
demands of the workmen before the Assistant Taboiir 
Commissioner (Central) Chhindwara and ,is such the dispute 
came into existence much e.'irlicr than making of the 
icfcrcnce by the Central Government. Further more, the 
workmen have specifically pleaded that (he Union had 
raised the demands initially w'lih the management on 11-9-76 
vide Iclfer No. INTUC/5/76/844 and again made the. 
same demand vide letter No. lNTUC/5/6/77/202 dated 
19-7-1977. The management ha^ not rebutted this aver- 
ments by leading .any evidence before this Tribunal. Hence 
the validity of the reference cannot be challenged on this 
count. 


3. The workmen have further averred that when the 
workmen were appointed as Badli Departmental Piece 
Rated Workers initially on 1-10-1975, the appointment orders 
appointing them as Badli Workmen were written in English 
and were not explained to the workmen. So they could 
not know that their status had been changed from the 
permanent workers to the Badh Workers. It is also pleaded 
that according to the Rules or Standing Orders of the 
Colliery there is no post of a Departmental Piece Rated 
Worker. So Ihey could not lie apmiiited against a posi 
which was not in existence according to the Rules or 
the Standing Orders, Therefore, despite the orders of 
appointment dated 25-9-1975 treating the workmen as Badli 
Departmental Piece Rated Workers, they continued to bo 
the permanent workmen, and the said appointments orders 
are an example of unfair labour practice. 


4. According to the management, the workmen were 
appointexl from I-10-I975 as Radii Workers for a temporary 
pcnVl of three months. Sribseqncinly, the pcrioil was 
extended for a short duration. The workmen were employed 
only when there were vacancies and none of (he workmen 
were appointed for an unlimited period but were appointed 
only on a temporary basis. The managemcnl took a 
sympathetic view and provided work as and when available. 
It was made clear lo the workmen at the time of appoint- 
ment, that the work is pitrcly temporary. As Ihe workmen 
had not completed 190 days of atlcndancc they could not 
acquire the status of a peimanent workmen. It was also 
pleaded that Ihete i;^ a man power freeze in the entij-e coal 


7. Similarly, the cause of the seven workmen wa* 
espoused by the INTUC Union and during conciliation 
proceedings also Mr. S. S. Bharadwaj, Secretary of the 
INTUC Union, represented the workmen before the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner ((Central) Chhindwara, but the 
management did not raise any objection that the workmen 
are not Ihe members of the INTUC Union and 
Shri Bharadwaj has got no right to represent them. It has 
come in the evidence of the workmen that they were 
appointed through the INTUC Union. There is no rebuttal 
by the managemcnl on this point. Hence this objection 
taken by the management I's also without any merit. 


As regards, the nllcgnlion of vagueness .of the reference, 
the learned Council for the management could not show 
as to how the reference is vague and he has also not been 
able to point out the circumstances which may lead to an 
inference that the Central Government has not applied its 
mind and has made the reference mechanically. Hence this 
objection is also without .any force. 

8. Now the point which arises for determination is whe- 
ther all the seven workmen vvere employed by the manage- 
ment and whether they had acquired the .status of the 
permanent workmen. 


To prove ihcir respective c-onfentions, the management 
and the workmen have adduced oral evidence and filed 
documents. The workmen have examined .\ntram, Shcr 
Siiigh and Mahe.sh and the management had examined 
Sohan Lai .Som— Asstl. Manager. O. P. Mehta— Subordinate 
Fngmeer .and Deepak Menon. 
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9. First of till I .shall deal with the question of appoint- 
ment ot Rahim Khan by the management. In this regard, 
it is pertinent to note that during the conciliation proceed- 
ings the iSenior Personnel Ollicer of the management had 
admitted that Rahim Khan was one of their workmen. Even 
at the time of the tiUng the written statement before the 
Tribunal the management did not plead that Rahim Khan 
was not their workman. In the rejoinder, the management 
ha^ raised this plea for the first time that Rahim Khan 
was not employed by them. The management did not 
adduce any evidence to show that Rahim Khan was not 
employed by the management. It is argued by the learned 
Council for the management, Shri P, S. Nair, that it was 
for the workman to provide tfud he was employed by the 
management and the onus was not on the management to 
prove that he was not employed by the management, I am 
unable to subscribe the argument advanced by the learned 
Counsel. As stated above, the representative of the manage- 
ment had all through the conciliation proceedings admitted 
that Rahim Rhan was employed as Iheii- workman. Even at 
the time of filing the written statement the management did 
not say that Rahim Khan was not cniploycd a.s iheli 

workman T herefore, if the management wanted to rebut 
or expla.n the admission made by its own representative 
during the conciliation proceedings than at least Mr. Pavgi 
who lepresentcd the management during conciliation pro- 
ceedings could have entered into the witness box and st-ated 
that under what circunastanccs he had made that admission. 
But the management did not examine Shri Pavgi. The 
management has examined one Shri Deepak Menon IM.W. 3) 
who states that when Shri Pavgi asked him to look into 
the record of the woTkmen then he examined the record ol 
the workmen tind found that Rahim was not employed as 
the workman. According to him, he is making the statement 
after seeing the B Form, Bonus Register and Attendance 
Register. But the management has not produced any of the 
documents to show that Rahim Khan was not employed as 
a workman The statement of this witness doe,s not help 
the management because firstly the management has not 
produced the documenls on which the statement of this 
w'lTness is based and secondly if this witness had, alter going 
through itie record, found out the Rahim Khan was not 
an employee, then this fact should have found place in the 
written statement filed by the management, and the 
management should have explained the circumstances tinder 
which Shri Pavgi had made an admission that Rahim Khan 
was their workman. 


10. As against the evidence of management, the witnesses 
of workmen, Antram and Mahesh, have stated that Rahim 
was working with them as a workman and was employed by 
the management. The evidence of the workmen witnesses is 
more reliable and in supported by the admission of the 
management during conciliation proceedings, on this point. 
Therefore I hold that Rahim Khan was also an employee of 
the management along with the other six workmen. 

11. Now it has to be decided as to what was the status 
of the workmen when they were stopped from work. 

In this respect, first of all it has to be determined as to 
in what capacity the workmen were working as Tub 
Repairers from 1-1-1974 to 24-9-1975. On this point, W.W.l 
Antram, states that on 1-1-1974 he was appointed to work 
at Newton Chiokli Colliery as Tub Repairer. He was not 
given any appo.'utmcnt letter. The Manager had given him 
verbal order to work as Tub Repairers, Similarly other 
persons were also appointed along with him. Their names 
are Krishna, Rahim, Naresh and Prem. According to him, 
orders for the repair work used to be given by the Foreman. 
Ope Mr. Baboolal was the Eoicman. The Mistry also used 
to instruct him about the work and the Mi.stry was Hotilal. 
Other mistrics was supervising their work and their names 
were Vishram and Slier Singh. There was an attendance 
register and the entries in that register were made by either 
Fevroman or the Mistrics. The Foreman and the Misfries 

used to sign this register at the end of the week. The 

payment was not made individually, but a voucher was 

prepared in the name of one of the labourers and the 

payment was made to that person and then distributed 

amongsts all the workers. 

12. In LTOss-f.Muuinnlion thi, witness stale.s that the pav- 
ment voucher used to be [iicparcd in the mime -of Mahe.sh. 
Mahesh used to lake the puvincnL and distribute it amongsts 
the workmen. He denies the suggestion that Mahesh was 


a contractor and they were working under him as labourers. 
But he admits that Mahesh used to sign the bills on their 
behalf W.VV.2, Sher Singh Vishwakanna states that Mahesh 
and six other workers were working a.s Tub Repairers under 
him. They worked for 1-1/2 years to 2 years. He and 
other persona used to instruct the workmen a.s to how the 

tubs should he repaired and also used to supervise the 

work. Mahesh also used to work along with the other 
labourers. The workmen used to make entries in the 
register themselves and he used to sign the attendance 
register as Mislry. In addition to this witness, Vishram 
Mistry and Baboolal Mistry also used to check the register 
and sign it. The wage.s were distributed amongsts the 
workmen equally. 

In cross-examination this witness denies the suggestion 

tluil Mahesh used to give w'ork to tlic other six workmen. 
However, he is not in a position to say whether Mahesh 
was a contractor. He further states that on the orders of 
one Shri Saxena, Engineer, he used to supervise the work 
of these workmen. 

13. W.W.3, Mahesh also makes the similar statement 

and corroborates the testimony of Antram and Sher Singh. 
This witness further states that the workers used to get the 
pay through the vouchers and the payment was checked 
by the Labour Officer, The payment voucher was made in 
the name of this witness and ail the workers used to 
drstribule the wages equally, The workmen were asked to 
fill in the attendance in the Attendance Register and the 
supervisor of the work of Tub-repairing used to check the 
Attendance Register and .sign it. This witness has produced 
the Register and states that this Rcgi.ster was checked every 
week by the Foreman, Baboolal, Sher Singh and Vishram. 
He used to go to the Cashier with this register and the 
payment vouchers used to lie prepared on the basis of thfe 
register. 

14. From the testimony of the above witnesses supported 
by the Attendance Register, it appears that all the seven 

Tub Repairers at the Newton 
Chickh Colliciy and their work was supervised by one 
Shii Saxena, Engineers, Baboolal, Sher Singh Vishwakarma 
and Hor Singh Mistrics. Although the attendance register 
was kept by the workmen but it was checked by the super- 
visory staU.' and signed by them, The payment was made to 
the workmen on the basis of the Attendance Register. The 
payment was not made individually but a voucher was pre- 
pared in the name of Mahesh and after receiving the pay- 
ment the workmen used to distribute the wages cnqually 
amongst themselves, 

15. In rebuttal, the management witne,ss No. 1, Sohao Lai 
oOni, stales that MollCish used to work with, the management 
a.a a contractor. During that period Mahesh was not in the 
employment of the management. Sher Singh, Vishram and 
“3boo Lul were never deputed to supervise the work of 
Mahesh. In cross-examination this witness states that although 
Mahesh wan working as contractor there was neither any 
agreement nor any letter appointing him as a contractor. He 
further states that Asstt. Engineer used to give instruction-s 
to Mahesh for getting the work of Tub-repairing done. There 
were no specific orders in writing about the rate of Tub- 
repairing. No tenders for tub-repairing were invited and the 
rates used to be settled ly Mahesh and Engineer. During 
the year 1974-75 about six or seven permanent workmen 
were employed for the job of tub-repairing. He admits that 
the job of tub repairing is a time rated job 

The second witness for the management. O. P. Mehta, 
states that Mahesh was not appointed as a workman during 
the year 1474-75. Mahesh was a contractor and he used 
to be given the work every day. He used to con.sult the 
Engineer and the Manager before getting the work for the 
day. He also states that Baboo Lai. Sher Singh and Vishram 
were not appointed to supervise the work of Mahesh. What- 
ever work was being done by Mahesh, was assessed at the 
end of the week and the Engineer used to send the list of 
the work done by Mahesh to the Manager and then pay- 
ment was being made. This witness in cross-examination 
admits that there was no wi ittcn contract between the manage- 
ment and Ahihcsh for doing the work. He used to direct 
Mahesh as to what work should be done and then he used 
to cheek the completion of the work. According to this 
witness Mahesh himself used to work along with the other 
labourers. 
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M.W. 3, Dei;pak Menon, stnlcs thnl Mahesh usci.1 to woik 
as a aoiiliacloi loi tiih-icpaiiiiif;, liom 1974 till Soplciiibcr, 
1975. In ctoss-cxaminalion this witncas states that because 
Mahesh used to send the bill of his wort, therefoic he treats 
him as a contractor. There is no written contract with tlie 
management. 

16. All the above witnesses of the m,anagcmept have staled 
that Mahesh was a contractor and that although theie w.as 
no written ponlract and the tendcis were not invited still he 
used to work according to the instiuclions of the h'nginecr 
and the Manager and used to get his payment at the end 
of the week for which he used to submit bills of the work 
done and the payment used to be made according to those 
bills. But the management has not produced a single bill or 
any payment voucher before this Tribunal. It has also not 
been stated as to under what powers such an unwritten con- 
tractual work was being cairicd out and how the payment 
was made. Whether the payment w'as made for the number 
of workmen and days of the works or for the number of 
tubs repaired. The workmen have produced the Altcndancc 
Register which is signed by the employees of the manage- 
ment, w'ho according to the workmen, were siipcrvising their 
work and the payment was made on the baffis of the attend- 
ance register. The management could have easily rebutted 
the statements of the witnesses of the workmen by producing 
the payment vouchers and the bills. But for the reasons 
best known to the management no such documents have 
been produced. Therefore, I am inclined to believe Ihe le.sti- 
mony of the workmen witnesses which is supported hy the 
Attendance Register and hold that actually .all ihe workmen 
were employed by the m.inagement to wdrk as Tub Repairers, 
but they were not enrolled as regular workmen. One of the 
workmen Mahesh was treated as the contractor and the pay- 
ments were made to Mahesh for all the workmen, 

17. Now, even assuming thnl Mahesh wa.s the Contractor 
and other six workmen were working with him then also in 
view of the facts of this case all the workmen shall in law 
be treated as the employees of the management. 

In, D. C. Dewan Mohideen Sahib & Sons and another Vs. 
United Bidi Workers’ Union, Salem, and another (AIR 1966 
SC. 6441, the appellants concern had appointed certain con- 
tractors for manufacture of biris. The contractors took leaves 
and tobacco from the appellants and employed workmen for 
manufacturing biris. After biris were manufactured the 
contractors took them back from the workmen and delivered 
them to the appellants. The procedure of the work was 
that the workmen look leaves to their horne and cut them 
there. However, the process of actual rolling by filling the 
leaves in tobacco took place at the contractors factories. The 
contractors kept no attendance register for the workmen. 
There was no condition that they should come and go at the 
fixed hours, nor were the workmen bound to oome evrrv 
day. The contractors said that they could not take any action 
if a workman absented without leave. The payment of the 
workmen was made at piece rates. The .appellant fixed the 
price of the tobacco and leaves supplied to the contiactori 
who took them to the places where work of rolling was done 
•and gave them to the workmen next dav- The manufactured 
biris were taken bv the coni raefors to the .appellants xvho 
paid cert.ain price for the manufactured bin's after dednetine 
therefrom the cost of the tobacco and the leaves alrendv 
fixed. The balance was paid to the contractors who in their 
turn paid to the workmen their w.ages and whatever remained 
after nnvieg the workmen would be the contractors’ rommis- 
'ion for the work done. 

IR In the above circumstances, the Supreme C'onrI held 
that the so-called contractors were mere agents or branch 
managers of the anpcllanls and wore under the control of 
the appellants. This system has been evolved to avoid re.eit- 
lation* under the Factories Act. The contract b practiciBv 
one elded. In that Ihe proprietor can at hi.s choice ■'iipnlv 
raw materials or refuse to do so The sn-c,ancd contractor 
having no rights to insist upon the raw materials supplied to 
him and the contractor cannot cmnloy more than 9 per*>ons 
in his factory hence It was held lhat the workers employed 
by the so-called contractors arc the workmen of the appel- 
lants. 

19 In my nninion, the ratio of the above case is fu’lv 
a-anlicabh' to the facts of tbl” case. In the inst.apt case also 
the so-called contractor. Mtibesb. coni 1 not insist cn th' 
woik because there was no written contract between the 


Ilian, agement and Mahesh. Tlic woil. of Mahesh and his 
co-woikci wa.s solely dcpcndi nl at Ihc mcicy and goodwill of 
the Manager and the tngineer. The number of woikmcn 
to be employed was also rc.strictcd because it was again the 
choice of the management as to for how many workmen 
the work should be given to Mahesh. There was a direct 
control over the work of aU Ihc seven workmen by the 
management. The payment voucher was prepared on the basis 
of Ihe ailfndani.e register whieh was cheeked by the supci- 
visory stall ol (lie t'ornpanv and ihe woik was done in the 
premises of the managements colliery. Therefore there can 
be no doubt that the seven workmen employed by the manage- 
ment for the tub-repairing job through the so called contrac- 
tor, Mahesh, were actually the employee'? of the management. 
My above view is further fortified by another recent judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court, in Royal Talkies, Hyderabad and 
others Vs. l-'mployccs' State Insurance C'orporation (AIR 1978 
SC 147S) wherein it has been held that the employees of a 
Cycle Stand and a Canteen Contractor run in a Cinema 
Theatre, are the employees of the Cinema Owner. 

In the result I hold that all the seven workmen were the 
employees of Ihc management and they worked as Tub-Re- 
pairers from 1-1-1974 to 30-9-1975 with the Newton Chickli 
Colliery. 

19-A. From the .\ttendance Register produced it is manifest 
that from 1-1-1974 to 31-12-1974, Anlram had worked for 
299 days. Mahesh had worked for 305 days, Prem had work- 
ed for 298 days, Jagannath had worked for 300 aays, Rahim 
Khan had worked for 302 days, Naresh had worked for 304 
days and Krishna had worked for 298 days, and from 
1-1-1975 lo 30-9-1975 Anfram had worked for 261 days, 
Mahesh for 258 days, Prem for 259 days, Jagannath for 256 
days, Rahim for 260 days, Naresh for 261 days and Krishna 
had worked for 255 days. 

20. The service conditions of the Newton Chickli Colliery 
are governed by the Certified Standing Ordens of the Com- 
pany. Clause 3(a), (b), (d) (e) of the Standing Orders are 
as under : — 

“3 fa) “Workman’’ shall be classified as : — 

(i) Permanent 

(ii) Probationers 

fill) Badlies or substitutes. 

fiv) Temporary 

(v) Apprentices 

(vi) Casual. 

(b) A “Permanent” workman is one who is appointed 
for an unlimited period or who has satisfactorily 
put in three months’ continuous service m a perma- 
nent post as a probationer. 

(d) A “Badli” or substitute is one who is appointed in 
the po.st of a permanent workman or a proba- 
tioner who is temporarily absent. But he would 
cease to be a “badli” on completion of a contlnuoni 
period of services of one year (190 attendances in 
the case of any other workmenl ip the same post 
or other post or posts in the same capacity or ear- 
lier if the post is vacated hy the permanent work- 
man or probationer would be deemed lo be perma- 
nent after completion of the probationary period. 

(e) A “Teraporai v” workman is a workman who has 
been engaged for work which is of an essentiahy 
temporary nature likely to be finished within a 
limited period. The period within which it is likely 
to he finished should also be specified hut it may 
be extended from time to time, if nccess.ary,” 

21. The workmen have not pleaded as to what was their 
Kf.'iUi- when they were employed by the management on 
1-1-1974. Simil.avlv the management has also not pleaded 
that the apuoinfments of the workmen on 1-1-1974 were in 
any of (he clauses specified in Clause 3fa). From the evidence 
on record it appears that the workmen were :ipnn;nt“d for 
-'u unlimited r’criod So. (hey can be rlie-sified as “perm.a- 
neut workmen". TTowever, even if tbe Wnrfuie.T m.av be 
fi-c.itcd as ‘badlies or subslitiiles’ then .-ilso after the comple- 
tion of a continuous period of service of one year and having 
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pul in 190 attendances, the workmen tiiall acquire the status 
of “permanent workmen". As has been stated above the 
workmen had put in more than 190 days attendances in the 
year 1974 and again from 1'T197.‘) to 30-9-1975 had put 
in attendence of more than 240 days. Hence by virtue of 
Clause 3 of the Certified Standing Orders of the Company, 
all the workmen tjhall be deemed to be the permanent work- 
men. As such, they were the permanent workmen on 
25-9-1975, when the orders appointing them as Radii Depart- 
mental Piece Rated wo) kers were issued by the management. 

21. In view of the above finding, it is manifest that all 
the aeven workmen were employed by the management u.s 
Tub Repairers whieh is a time rated job according to the 
Appendix V, Serial 1, under the head of Category IT f Semi- 
skilled lower) of the Centr.il Wage Board Recommendations 
for the Coal Mining Industries and they had acquired the 
status of the permanent workmen. So if the management 
wanted to effect a change in the conditions of service and 
wanted to put them in the category of Badli Departmental 
Piece Rated Workers; then that change being to the prejudice 
of the workmen, a notice of change under Sec. 9A of th» 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 was necessary. Rut the manage- 
ment has not followed the procedure prescribed in Sec. 9A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. Hence the appointment letters 
dated 25-9-1975 designating the workmen as Departmental 
Piece Rated Workers with effect from 1-10-1975 is manifestly 
in contravention of the provisions contained in Sec. 9A of the 
Act. On the basis of such appointment letters the manage- 
ment cannot chum that the statna of the workmen from 
1-10-1975 was that of the Badli Elepartmcntal Piece Rated 
Workers. The workmen having acquired the statiw of the 
permanent workmen, the condition of a fresh appo'ntment 
of fhree months, which was to expire with the efflux of time 
could also not be imposed witheut r esorting to the procedure 
contained in Sec. 9A. Hence it is held that till the date of 
the termination of their services the workmen enjoyed the 
status of the permanent workmen and their services could 
not come to an end merely by the efflux of time. 

22. It is not in dispute before me that while terminating 
the services of the workmen, the management did not follow 
the procedure prescribed in Sec. 25F of the ID, Act and 
has also not complied with the instructions contained in 
Clause 13 of the Certified Standing Orders of the Company 
fEx. M/ll, Therefore, the order of termination being in 
flagrant breach of Clause 13 of the Certified Standing Orders 
and there being non-compliance of the requirements of 
Sec. 25F of the I.D. Act, 1947, the orders of termination of 
services of workmen arc invalM. It is settled law that the 
provisions of Sec. 25F of I.D. Act are mandatory and an 
order of retrenchment passed in contravention of the said 
section is null and void. Hence_ the order of termination 
being void, the workmen are entitled to idnstatcmcnt with 
back wages. 

23. The reinstatement has been opposed by the manage- 
ment on the ground that the Company is under going a loss 
and cannot provide a surplus hand. But the Company has 
not produced any cogent, reliable and documentary evidence 
in support of its contention. So, this cannot be a ground 
for refusing reinstatement. 

24. In the result. I hold that the action of the management 
of Newton Chickli in terminating the services of ,S/Shri 
Mabetih, Krishau, Jagannalh, Antiam, Prem, Naresh and 
Rahim Khan, was not iustified and the workmen arc entitled 
for the reinstatement with hack wages from the date of their 
termination, till their reinstatement. The basis of the com- 
putation of the hack wages to the workmen shall be the 
average wage which each workman waa getting at the time 
of termination of his service. The management shall pay 
Rs. 100 as the costs of this dispute to the workmen. 

A. G. QURFSHI, Presiding Officer 

Dated ; 25-2-1980. 

[No. T_.220!2t2r>1 /77-D.lVfB)] 
SHASHI BHUSHAN, Desk Officer 
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AGREEMENT 

(Under lection lOA of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947) 


Name of the parties ; — 


Representing employer :— 


(i) Bihar Colliery Kamgar 
Union (BCKU) (CITU), 
Refugee Market, Temple 
Road. Dhanbad (Bihar). 

(ii) Management of Kessur- 
garh Colliery under 
Barora Area of M/s. 
Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited. P.O. Baghmara, 
Dhanbad (Bihar). 

Shri H.N. Tripathy, General 
Manager, Barora Area, 
Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited. 


Representing workmen :- 


Shrl S.K. Bakshi, General 
Secretary, Bihar Colliery 
Kamgar Union (CITU) 
Refugee Market, Temple 
Road, Dhanbad (Bihar), 


It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the following 
dispute to the arbitration of Shri D.V. Ramchandran, RLC 
(C), Dhanbad. 


(i) Special matters in dispute ; 


Which of the following soti 
of workmen were genuine 
employees at Kessurgarha 
Colliery during the period 
from 1973 to 1976 and 
entitled for casual employ- 
ment. 


Name 


Name 


1. Sri Ramdas B.P. 

2. Sri Gulab Singh B.P. 

3. Smt. Amlwa Kamin. 

4. Jagdish Rabidas. 

5. Parvatia KaJn. 


1. Sri Patiram B.P. 

2. Sri Parmanand. 

3. Mangli Kamin. 

4. Sri Kashiram B.P. 

5. Smt. Nini Kamin. 


[TtvrT;T«f-20013/3/80-#ro 3(;()] 
ORDER 


6. Shri Munlram B.P. 

7. Smt. Pilli Bal. 

8. Smt. Suhawan Kamin. 


6. Sri Bijoy Ram B.P. 

7. Poni Bal Kamin. 

8. Smt. Sonmani Kamin. 


New Delhi, the 10th March, 1980 

S.0. 741. — Whereas an industrial exists between the employees 
in relation to the management of Kessurgarh Colliery under 
Barora Area of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post 
OflBce Baghmara, Dhanbad (Bihar) and their workmen repre. 
sented by Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union, Refugee Market, Tem- 
ple Road, Dhanbad, Bihar ; 

And whereas, the said employers and their workmen have 
by a written agreement under sub-section (1) of section lOA 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), agreed to 
refer the said dispute to arbitration and have forwarded to the 
Central Government a copy of the said arbitration agreement ; 

Now therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 
lOA of the said Act, the Central Government hereby publishes 
the said agreement which was received by it on the 23rd February 
1980. 

1267 GI/79— 9 


9. Smt. Robnl Bhabin. 

(ii) Details of the parties to 
the dispute including the 
name and address of the 
establishment or under- 
taking involved 


(iii) Name of the Union repre. 
senting workman in question 


(iv) Total No. of workman 
employed in the under- 
taking affected. 


9. Renu Bal Kamin, 

(1) General Secretary, Bihar 
Colliery Kamgar Union 
(OTU), Refugee Market, 
Temple Road, Dhanbad, 

(2) General Manager, 
Barora Area, Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited, 
Dhanbad (Bihar), 

Bihar Colliery Kamgar 
Union (CITU), Refugee 
Market, Temple Road, 
Dhanbad, 
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(v) Estimated No. of work- 9 
man affected or likely to 
be affected by dispute 

(vi) Wc further agree that the decision of the arbitrator bo 
binding on us. The arbitrator shall make his award 
within a period of 3 months from the date of pubhea- 
tion of the agreement in official gazette by appropriate 
Govt, or within such further time as extended by mu- 
tual agreement between us in writing. In case the 
award is not made within the period afore-mentioned, 
the reference to the arbitration shall stand automati- 
cally cancelled and wc shall be free to negotiate for 
fresh arbitration. 


.SIGNATURE OF 
Representing workman 
Sd/- 

(S.K, BAXI) 

General Secretary, 

Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union. 


THE PARTIES 
Representing the employer 
Sd/- 

(H.N. TRIPATHY) 
General Managar, 

Barora Area, Dhanbad. 


WITNESS : fl) Sd/- (S.B. Mitra) 

( 2 ) Sd/- (N.L. Singh) 19-2-80 

( hereby give my consent as an Arbitrator. 

Sd/- 

(D.V. RAMACHANDRAN) 
Regional Labour Commissioner (Q 
Dhanbad. 

[No, L-20013(3)/80.D. in{A]. 


S.O. 742. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Goverement 
hereby publishes the following award of ,tlhe Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Amlabad Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office Bhowra, District Dhanbad and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 4th 
March 1980, 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBU- 
NAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT NO. 3 DHANBAD 

Reference No. 8 of 1978 


PRESENT ; 

Shri p. Ramakrlshna, 

Presiding Officer. 

PARTIES : 

Employers In relation to the management of Amlabad 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal I.td.. P.O. 
Bhowni, Dist. Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES ; 

For the. Employers — Shri O. Prasad, Advocate. 

For the Workmen — Shri J. D. Lai. Advocate. 

INDUSTRY ; Coal STATE : Bihar 


AWARD 

Dated, the 23rcl February, 1980 

The Govt, of India in the Ministry of Labour in exercise of 
the powers conferred on them U/S 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 14 of 1947 have referred the follosving dispute 
to this Tribunal for adjudication by their Orefcr No L -20012/ 
160777-Dm\(A) dated 30-1-1978. 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the aciion of the mai^agement of Amlabad 
Colliery of M /s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, P. O. 
Bhowra, Dist. Dhanbad in stopping from work 
of Sarvashri Madan Mohan Vishwakarma and Saebi- 
dlanand Vishwakarma. Mazdoors (In smithy shop) 
from September 1972, ia justified ? If not, to what 
relief are the said workmen entitled 

2. On behalf of the workmen herein the Secretary of the 
Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union has filed a written statement of 
claim stating that the two concerned workmen herein Sarvashri 
Madan Mohan Vishwakarma and Sachidanand Vishwakarma 
worked for a number of years prior to 1972 in Amlabad 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited under the Con- 
tractor Shri S. . Vishwakarma. With effect from 24-4-72 
the management had decided to departmentalise the Tub 
repairing and general Smithy work after abolishing the sys- 
tem of getting the work done through Contractors. Conse- 
quent upon departmentalisation, the two workmen herein along 
with the other persons engaged by the former contractor were 
taken on the rolls of the company on a regular basis. The 
concerned workmen continued to work at this Colliery till 
September, 1972 when the management stopped them from 
work without) notice or assigning any reason whatsoever. The 
several representations made by them to the management went 
unheeded. The action of the management in stopping the 
workmen herein from work besides being arbitrary, discrimi- 
natory andi illegal is also opposed to the provisions of Sec- 
tion 17(1) of the Coking Coal Mines Natlonaliaation Act — 
1972. The Union contends that the workmen herein were 
the regular employee of the colliery on the relevant date. 
It Is prayed that the concerned workmen may be directed to 
be reinstated in 'heir original jobs with continuity of service 
and back wages. 

3. In their written statement, the management Inter-alia 
plead that this dispute has become stale as it is raised 4 years 
after the concerned workmen were stopped from work. The 
existence of employer and employee relationship is denied. 
According to them the concerned workmen were fourtd supci- 
fliious and therefore stopped from work. They contended that it 
is the prerogative of the management to determine the streagtlh 
of its labour force. They admit having talcen some of the 
workmen engaged by the former contractor on a regular 
basis, having regard to their suitability and Job performance. 
They say that) the two workmen herein did not even work for 
the Contractor for any length of time to merit consideration. 
It is their further case that the two concerned workmen were 
employed by them as Badlis and/or casual mazdoors as and 
when required. Their employment automatlcaHy cornea to 
an end on the expiry of their period of engagement or com- 
pletion of work. Thus they say that the workmen concerned 
Sarvashree S. N. Vishawakarma and M. N. Vishwakarma 
were engaged intermittently for a total period of 49 days and 
of 50 days respectively during the week ending 29-4-72 and 
25-9-72. They say that during this period neither of them 
worked for a full week. It is submitted that in the clrcum- 
■stances the Question of the management stopping them from 
service could not have arisen. Their services automatically 
came to an end. 

4. The Union filed a rejoinder to the management’s wrltttn 
rtatement for the most part denying the several averment* 
made therein. They further say that .the renter and record 
maintained by the contractor were handed over to the manage- 
ment as per .tiheir directions- and on that basis the workmen 
herein along with the other employees of the Contractor were 
taken on the rolls of the Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. It is 
pleaded that the management is rsjt fair in stopping the con* 
cerned workmen alone from service while retaining .all the 
other workmen engaged by the previous contractor. They 
assert that the concerned workmen worked for the contractor 
for a sufflcien.Hv Jong time. According to them the length 
of service put in by them under the cont actor is irrelevant 
for the purpose of the present dispute. The averment that 
the workmen herein were engaged as casual or Badli worker* 
and that their employment came to an automatic end the 
minute their work is over, is denied. They also contend that 
in the light! of the wording of the order of Reference, it is 
not, open to the management to contend that they never stopp- 
ed the workmen from work. 

5. The management in their rejoinder say that oijly 6 out 

workmen engaged by the Contractor were absorbed 
with effect from 24-4-72 as per their requirements having 
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regard to their skill, merit and length of employment. Th« 
deny that the concerned workmen were ic therr employment 
on 1-5-72, 

6. On the above pleadings the issues that arise for consi- 
deration are— 

( 1 ) Whether there is no employer and employee relation- 
ship between the two concerned workmen and the 
management of M/s, Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

l2) Whether the mannEcment was justified in stopping 
the concerned workmen from work with eSect from 
September 1972 7 


thoir-work on which they were engaged was over their em- 
ploymect came to an automatic end. In such a ease, they 
lay notice of termination of service need not be issuetl. Shri 
J. D. Lai for the workmen contends that the workmen 
herein were regular employees and not casuals. The entliei 
in the Bonus register Exts. M-1 & M-2 show beyond doubt 
that the concerned workmen were only casual workers. Dur- 
ing the period 24-4-72 to September 1972, they never worked 
for a week continuously, as can be seen from Evts. M-1 it 
M-2. One of them worked for 49 days and the other for 50 
day.s during that period. The evidence of the Manager MW-2 
is consistent with the entries in Exts, M-1 & M-2. I. there- 
fore hold that the workmen hcrcii; were casual workers and 
not permanent ones. 


(t3) To what relief 7 

7. There is the evidence of one of the workmen ^ 
S Vishwakarma (WW-2) and‘ the Contractor Sri S. C. 
Vishwakarma tWW-1) in support of the workmen’s case. For 
the management the Bonus Clerk (MW-1) and the former 
Manager of A^abad Colliery (MW-2) ere cxammetL 

8. Issue. (1).— -Sri S. C. Vishwakarma (WW-1) was engaged 
on contract by the former managememO of Amlabad Colliery 
to attend to Tub repairing and general amithy work about 
7 years prior to 24-4-72. He engaged 15 workmen to 
assisti him in this work including the two coocernedi work- 
men herein who arc his sons, WW-1 says that they (con- 
cerned workmen) worked under him continuously for a period 
of 4 years prior to 24-4-72 when the management did away 
with the contract system and departmentalised! the smithy and 
Tub repairing work. After 244-72, he says, the concerced 
workmen, himself and the others working under him con- 
tinued to work as the employees of M/s. Bharatl Coking Coal 
Ltd. He asserts that after take over the concerned workmen 
did not work on a casual basis. In his crosa-examinatioD he 
admits that neither he nor the persons working under him 
were contributing to the Provident Fund. They were not 
being paid bonus. WW-2 Sri S. Vishwakarma deposed that 
he and his brother Sri M, N. Vishwakarma worked continuous- 
ly for 4 years under their father WW-1 prior to 24-4-72. He 
adds that afte.r 24-4-72 he along with the other workers were 
taken on the rolls of Bharat Coking Coal Limited and worked 
regularly till September, 1972 when they were stopped from 
service. 

9. The management has filed the Bonn* Register for the 
year 1972. AS pages 236 and 237 of that register (marked as 
Exts. M-1 & M-2) there are. the relevant entries relating to 
WW-2 and M. M. Vishwakarma, the concerned! workmen 
respectively. They show that for tihe week ending 29-4-72 to 
September 1972 they worked in Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., 
intermittently and for She period they worked they were paid 
proportionate bonus. MW-1, the Bonus Clerk proves the 
entries contained in Ext. M-1 ar^d M-2. This bonuv legistier 
is filed to show that the workmen herein were engaged u 
casual /badil workers and not on « regular basis. 

10. MW-2 is Shri B. Kapoor who worked as Manager of 
Amlabad Colliery throughout 1972 ary till May, 1973. He 
deposed that after 24-4-72 the two concerned workmen were 
engaged as Badh' /Casual workers for some time. When there 
was no work for them, their services automatically stood 
stopped. In his cross-examination he stated that casual and 
temporary workmen are also on the company’s rolls eTal 
that they are governed by Company's Standing Orders. 

11. On the above evidence iti has to bo socc whether there 
is employer and employee relationship between the manage- 
ment and the concerned workmen. As already seen the 
management in para 9 of their written stiate'merH denied the 
existence of employer and employee relationship between them 
and the workmen herein. In para 18 (Ibid) they say thi(< 
they employed the concerned workmen as casual, badli work- 
men as and' when required. In the Bonus register at Exts. 
M-1 ft M-2 their names appear from the week ending 29-3-72, 
MW-2 did not! deny the existence of employer and employee 
relationship subsequent to 24-4-72. WWs-1 & 2 as.sert the 
existence of such a relationship. On the above evidence, I 
hold Issue (1) for the workmen. 

12. Isaoo i(2). — ^The managemeri contend that the caae in 

S ueation is not one of stoppage of work by them but one ^ 
lelr employment coming to an end. According to them the 
two workmen herein were casual labourers and the minute 


13. 5iri J. D. Lai argues that U/s 17(1) of the Nationa- 
lisation Act, 36 of 1972 all the employees who were on the 
rolls of the company on the appointed day, automatically 
became permanent employees of ihe new (.ompany. There 
is no warrant for this contention. This Section lays down 
that the employees who were on the rolls on the appointed 
day would continue lo serve the company on the same terms 
and condition^ as before. If the concerned workmen were 
casual workers on the appointed day they will cootioue to be 
so even after nationalisation. In this view of the matter, 
I hold: that even after 1-5-72 the date of nationalisation, the 
workmen enjoyed the same status of ca.sual workers and that 
the management would be ju.stifled ir ^topping them from 
work if they found that they were rendered surplus. 

14. The m^ submission of Shri Lai is that the concerned 
workmen were discriminated' against by the management in 
being stopped from work. It is not disputed that! the Con- 
itactor WW-1 was engaging 15 workere to assist him in his 
work including the two concerned workmen herein. The case 
of the union that with the exception of the two concerned 
woikmeii the rest of them were absorbed in tho company's 
service on a permanent basis cannot be believed. MW-l th** 
Manager says only 5 or 6 of them were so absorbed) and that 
the rest including the two workmen herein were considered 
to be surplus. Ext. M-3 the Office Order dated 7-6-73 shows 
that only 5 workmen including the Contractor WW-1 were 
absorbed on a regular basis from the respective dates specifi- 
ed therein. In the absence of any other reliable evidet)ce, It 
is not safe to accept the mere assertion of \\^s-l & 2 cb 
this point It has to be held that the Contractor WW-1 and 
4 other foimer workmen of his were taken in on a regular 
baiis and the others stopped. 

15. The contention of the management is tbatl the concerned 
workmen herein being casual workers, they cannot have 
any legal claim to question tho actioo of ^ management in 
not engaging them after September 1972. I do not agree. 
From paras 16 & 17 of the management’s written statement 
and para 3 of their rejoinder, it appears that they did not 
regularise the services at lome of t^ workmen on a casual 
basis according to their whims and fancies, but on the 
basig of their needs, suitability and job performance. It is 
also said that the two concerned workmen were not in the 
employment! of WW-1 for sufficiently long to merit any 
consideration. In para 3 of their rejoinder they say that 
only 6 out of the 15 engaged by WW-1, the contractor were 
absorbed as per their requlrementl in accordance with their 
skill, merit and length of employment MW-2, the Mana- 
ger has deposed that has deposed that based on the recommen- 
dution of me Contractor regarding seniority and merit 6 of the 
workmen hove been absorbed. WW-1 the Contractor has 
deposed that as per the notice Ext, M-4, he was asked to 
hand over charge of all material jobs, implements and records 
to the Project Ejiginecr and that he had complied! with that 
direction. He was asked in his cross-examination whether 
he had obtained any receipt for the documents handed over by 
him to the (Company. He replied he did not. MW-2, the 
Manarer also stated that the Contractor complied with the 
direction given In Ex, M-4 by handing over a list of all tho 
workmen engaged by him. The management has not filed any 
record whatsoever to show the basis on which they regularised 
tho employment of only 5 of ,1!he persons engaged by the 
former contractor WW-1, Shri J. D. Lai submits that 
if the concerned two workmen herein were casual labourers, 
so wore the 5 workers who wore ne^larised as per Ext. M-5. 
He submits that in the absence of any reliable ervldenco to 
show that the two concerned workmen were Inferior in skill 
merit and also served for a shorter period than the 5 regularis- 
ed employees, tho management’s action in aojl providing work 
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ta the concerned workmen herein can not be Justified. 
There is i^ood deal of force in this contention. In the absence 
of any evidence to show that the 3 regularised em^oyees bad 
greater length of service and better skill and anility, the 
action of the management in dispensing with the services 
of ,the two concerned workmen may be calledi lybltrary. 
Issue (2) held against the management. 

16. The managemeet submits that there is inordinate delay 
of 4 years on the part of the workmen in raising the present 
dispute and therefore this reference should be rejected, for 
that reason alone. 1 do not agree. The workmen pray for 
back wages. On the date they were . stopp^ froqi work 
they were casual Mazdoors in Category I. Their claim for 
back wages may not arise because they were only casual wor- 
kers without any guarantee of contmued employment for 
all the 26 days in a month. There is no evidence on record 
to show that they were gainfully employed from the date they 
were stopped from work till the date of the hearing of this 
case. 

17. In my view the ends of justice will be amply met 
if the management is called upon ,t)o relnststei the workmen 
herein on the rolls of the company on the same terms and 
conditions as they were enjoying prior to the dale of fheir 
being stopped from work in September, 1972. 

18. In the result this Reference is answered as follows : 

The man^lgement la not justified in stopping the two con- 
cerned workmen from work with effect! from September '72. 
fnc management is directed to reinstate them in service on 
the same terms and condition* as they were enjoying prior 
to the date of thch being stopped from service within one 
month from the date of this Award. 

P. RAMAKRISHNA, Presiding Offlaer 
[No. L-20012yi60y77-D. Ill (A)J 

New Delhi, the 12th March, 1980 

S.O. 743. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 [14 of 1947J, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Induiitrial Tribunal No, 1, Dhanbad, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Kustorc Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited, Post Office Kustorc, District Dhanbad and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on the. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO, 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Sec. 10<l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference Noi. 6 of 1979 

(Ministry’s Order No. L-20012/167/78-D.intA) 
Dt. 15-1-1979) 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Kustore 
Colliery of M/s. B.C.C.L., P.O. Kustore, District 
Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT ; 

Mr. Justice B. K, Ray, Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers — Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

For the Workmen — Shri N. Nag, President, Akhil Bhar- 
tiya ^oeit Mazdoor Sangh. 

STATE ; Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 


AWARD 

The short facts giving rise to this case may briefly be stated 
thus. One Sri BishamUbar Singh is alleged to have tieen work- 
ing in the Workshop of Kustore Colliery since 1966, He 
claims to be performing the job of an Armature Winder even 
though he is called a General Mazdoor, Inspite of this he 
used to be paid the wages of an Armature Winder by the then 
management. This was the state of affairs before the col- 
liery was taken over. Arter nationalisation the case of the 
workman is that even though be continued to work in the 
Workshop as Armature Winder he was wrongly designated 
as Armature Winder Helper and was put under Cat, IV. He 
was promoted as an Armature Winder Grade 11, was placed in 
This state of things continued upto 18-8-78 when the workman 
was promoted as as Armature Winder Grade II, was placed in 
Cat. V and was paid the wages admis.sible to Armature 
Winder Grade II In Cat. V. For tie wrong categorisation since 
the date of take over of the colliery by the Government and for 
non-payment of wages admissible to an Armature Winder since 
the date of take over he made representations to the manage- 
ment praylnt for putting him in the category of an Armature 
Winder Grade I under Cat. VI. Representations made by him 
not having yielded any result a dispute was raised over his 
claim through the union, namely, Akhil Bhartiya Shosit Maz- 
door Sangh. There was a conciliation proceeding relatlnj^to 
the dispute which having ended in failure the appropriate 
Government made the reference to this Tribunal in the follow- 
ing terms : — 

“Whether the demand of the workmen of Kustore Col- 
liery of Messrs. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post 
Office Kustore, District Dhanbad for placing Shri 
Bishambhar Singh in Category-VI with effect from 
the 17th October, 1971 is justified ? If so, to what 
relief U the said workmen entitled ?" 

2, After notice to the parties the union representing the 
workmen filed its written statement alleging the facts already 
enumerated in paragraph above preceding. The management 
filed written statement raising various technical points that the 
sponsoring union had no locus standi or competency to raise 
the dispute; that the Union had no existence in the Kustore 
Colliery; that the sponsoring union had never been authorised 
to raise any dispute; that Sii Bishambhar Singh was never a 
member of the concerned union; that the union never de- 
manded category-VI for Shri Bishambhar Singh from 17-10-71; 
that the reference of the dispute covering the period prior to 
vesting of the colliery in B.C.C.L. was beyond the compe- 
tence of the Central Government; that B.C.C.L. was not in 
existence on 17-10-71 from which date relief was claimed by 
the workman concerned; that In view of Sec. 9 of the Coking 
Coal Mines (Nationalisation) Act, 1972, there could be no 
reference relating to any action of the old management by 
custodian; that the colliery in question having vested in the 
B.C.C.L, free from aU encumbrances could not be held res- 
ponsible for events happening prior to the vasting and that 
the reference was otherwise not competent. These grounds 
taken by the management in its written statement have not 
been preesed at the time of the hearing. With regard to the 
factual aspect of the case it is said by the managemeut that 
as per records, on the date of take over of the management 
of Kustore Collie^ on 17-10-71. Sri Bishambhar Singh was 
only a General Mazdoor in Cat. I, After take over as ho 
was found to be better equipped than a General Mazdoor 
he was appointed as an Armature Winder Helper Cat. IV 
with effect from 19-10-71. For these reasons when Sri B. Sin^ 
made a representation for higher category he was told by me 
management that he would be given higher category provided 
he worked actually as an Armature Winder. It is further 
pdeaded that when Sri B. Singh actually started to work as 
Armature Winder his case was put up before the Departmental 
Promotion Committee for promotion alongwlth other eligible 
candidates. The Departmental Promotion Committee recom- 
mended that Sri B. Singh should be promoted to Armature 
Winder Grade 11 and should be placed in Cat. V. This re- 
commendation was given effect to and Sri B. Singh was pro- 
moted to the post of Armature Winder Grade n and placed 
in Cat. V since 18-8-78. The further case of the manafoment 
is that the Wage Board for the Coal Mining Industry cate- 
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gorioed Amuture Wlsderi both in C«t. V ud VI bated on 
skill and experience. The job description of theie two cate- 
gories in Coal Wage Board recommendation are at follows ; 


CATEGORY-V CATEGORY-VI 

(SKILLED SENIOR) (HIGHLY SKILLED) 


ARMATURE 

A workman ARMATURE 

A workman 

WINDER : 

having the WINDER : 

capable of 

Or. n (W) 

same general Or. I (W) 

winding motor 


qualifications 

and starters 


os an Arma- 

efficiently and 


ture Winder 

having adequ- 


Gr. 1, but hav- 

ate knowledge 


ing less skill/ 

of connections 


experience and 

etc. He must 


requiring some 

be capable of 


degree of 

working inde- 


guidance and 
supervision. 

pendently. 


According to the management as Sri B. Singh was found to 
be a skilled workman not having necessary experience and was 
in need of some guidance or supervision he was placed in 
Cat. V. An Armature Winder in Cat. VI is not only a higher 
skilled workman but is capable or working independently. 
Sri B. Singh not having the required experience to work In- 
dependently he was placed in Cat. V as Armature Winder 
Grade U. He would be considered for promotion to the next 
higher category when there would be vacancy for the same 
while considering his case for promotion if he would be found 
fit he would be duly promoted to Cat. VI. 

3.8 It is an admitted position that the colliery in question 
where Sri B. Singh claims to be working since 1966 was 
under private management till 17-10-71, when it was taken 
over by the Government and was put incharge of a custo- 
dian. The custodian managed the colliery till the same was 
nationalised and vested in B.C.C.L. on l-J-72. 

It is also not in dispute that the Central Wage Board for 
the Coal Mining Industry submitted its report in the year 
1967 which as per the decision of the Government came into 
effect from 15-8-67. Under Ihe report various workers work- 
ing in coal mining industry have been categorised under six 
Categories. According to the report Armati rc Winders have 
been placed under categories V and VI. Those in Cat. V 
are known as Armature Winder Grade H and those in Cat, VT 
are known as Armature Winder Grade I, An Armature Win- 
der of Cat. V is les-s skilled and is not capable to work inde- 
pendently whereas an Armature Winder in C."!!. VI is a higher 
skilled worker capable to work independently. In para 17 of 
Chapter VllI of the Report it has been clearly mentioned that 
besides the broad six categories mentioned a^ve there are 
other workers who have not been included in any of the 
categories. With regard to these workers the recommendation 
is that they should be fitted to any one of the six categories 
recommended in the report by mutual negotiation between 
the parties. 

4, Management contents that before nationalisation the 
workman concerned was working in the colliery as General 
Mazdoor. He was not working as an Armature Win^r. 
Custodian took over the management on 17-10-71. At that 
time as the custodian found that the work of the workman 
concerned was of better type than that of a General Maz- 
door, he (custodian) designated the post which Sri B. Singh 
was holding as the post of an Armature Winder Helper and 
put Sri Singh in Cat, IV. The workman concerned never ob- 
jected to this and accepted the position. According to^ the 
recommendation of the Wage Board there was no prohibition 
for the management to put any workman not covered under 
any of the six broad categoriw mentioned ^ in the report, in 
any of those categories according to suitability after negotia- 
tion The fact that the custodian put the workman concer- 
ned into Cat, IV after desiguating the post he was holding as 
Armature Winder Helper having been accepted by the work- 
man it should be held that he (workman concerned) was valid- 
ly categorised as belonging to Cat. IV in accordance witn 
the recommendation of the Wage Board. It is further ctm- 
fended by the management that since take over on 17-10-71 


the workman concerned oontinued to work aa Annetura 
Winder Helper in Cat. IV till he was duly promoted by the 
management to the post of Armature Winder Grade II Cat. 
V on 18-8-78 on the recommendation of the Departmental 
Promotion Committee. The workman would be considered 
for the further promotion to Grade 1 under Cat. VI when a 
vacancy would arise and if at that time he would be found 
fit he would be promoted to Grade VI. 


The contention of the workman is that from the very beg- 
inning i.e. 1966 he has been working as Armature Winder 
m the colliery. The private management which ww managing 
the colliery till 17-10-71 had wrongly put him in the clas# 
of General Mazdoor. But inspite of this the workman claims 
that he was getting the wages of an Armature Winder. After 
take over on 17-10-71 the custodian should have put the wor- 
ker in Cat. VI. Instead of doing that he (custodian) wrongly 
designated the post of the workman concerned as that of, an 
Armature Winder Helper and put him in Cat IV even though 
as a matter of fact the workman was actually working as an 
Armature Winder and was entitled to be put in Cat. VI. It 
is on account of this wrong placement workman concerned 
made several representations to the management which not, 
having borne any fruit the workman was compelled to raise 
the industrial dispute through the union concerned. 


5. From the contentions of the parties the first question 
which falls for determination is as to whether the workman 
concerned was working as an Armature Winder dll 17^10-71 
even though placed in the class of General Mazdoor. On this 
point there is no evidence on the side of the managemenL 
On Che side of the workmen, there is nothing except the 
bare assertion of the workman himself. No other co-worker 
has been examined in support of the case of the workman 
nor any documentary evidence has been produced by the 
workman that he was actually working as an Armature Win- 
der and was being paid as such under private management. 
In these circumstances it is not possible to accept the case 
of the workman that he was actually wwking as an Armature 
Winder under private management and wa» being paid as such 
even though placed in das* of General Mazdoor. Next qUM- 
lion which calls for a decision is as to whether from 17-10-71 
till 18-8i-78 the workman was actually doing the work of an 
Armature Winder though wrongly designated as an Armature 
Winder Helper being put in Cat. IV. On thi» point there is 
no evidence on the side of the workman except his own as- 
sertion On the side of the management two witnesses have 
been examined. MW-1 is an Executive Engineer workmg m 
Kustore Workshop from April 1977. He says that he knows 
the workman concerned. According to him since the time 
he took charge in 1977 he had seen the workman concerned 
working in the Workshop as an Armature Winder Helper and 
not as an Armature Winder. MW-1 further asserts that the 
workman was promoted as Armature Winder Grade U in Cat. 

IV on 18-8-78. The witness claims to have watched the 
performance of the workman and according to him the 
workman cannot work as an Armature Winder mdependcntly. 
The witness further asserts that prior to promotion on 18-8-78 
the workman was working as Helper to Rameshwar Pandit, 
Bhujanga Baxi and others. To establish the case as deposed 
to by the MW-1 the mapagement has examined MW-2, E>y. 
Personnel Manager in Kustore Colliery. He has jwodu^ the 
Attendance Register of the Workshop concerned for the year 
1972. The page in the Register covering the period from 
15-2-72 to 21-10-72 shows that Sri B, Stngh had attended 
Workshop and was workmg as Armature Winder Helper. 
The other pages of the register also show the same thing. 
The register is Ext. M-4. The witness has also produced an^ 
thcr Attendance Register Ext. M-4 which shows that Sn B. 
Singh was working as Armature Winder Helper m Cat. _rv. 
The relevant entries in the two registers showing that Sn B, 
Singh, was working as an Armature Winder Helper have been 
marked as exhibits. Neither the genuineness of the entrlre 
in these two registers is challenged by the workman nw it is 
said that the two registers have been manipulated ^ the 
management for the purpose of defeating the workmg s 
claim After having gone through the evidence of_ the tvm 
witnesses, namely, MW-1 and MW-2 and scnillnising the 
documentary evidence produced on behalf of the management 
I have no hesitation to come t.) the conclusion that since the 
time of take over i.e. from 17-10-71 the workman concerned 
was put in Cat. IV and the post he was holding was designa- 
ted as Armature Winder Helper till the workman was pt(> 
moted to the category of Armature Winder Grade Il inlC^- 

V on 18-9-78. Merely because in Cat. TV the Wage Board 
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hRve not put any helper it cnimot be teid that the mumgemest 

had no power to put the worknum in the category. The. con- 
tention of the worlunan that the management waa not justlhecl 
in designating the post the workman wag holdmg us the post 
of an Armature Winder Helper and in putting him in Cat. iV 
is without any force. Because us per the report of the Wage 
fioatd severai workers working in diUerent coal mines who 
could not bo placed in any of the six categories mentioned 
in the report could after discussion be fitted in any of the six 
categories. In other words according to the recommendation 
of the Wages Board any workman not included in any of those 
categories mentioned in the report could be placed in any 
of those six categories after mutual discussion between the 
parties. As has been noticed earlier since 17-10-71 manago- 
ment designated the post held by Sri Singh as the post of an 
Armature Winder HHper and put him in Cat. IV. This was 
not objected to by the workman who acquiesced in the posi- 
tion implying hw consent. This continued till the colliery ves- 
ted in B.C.C.L. on 1-5-72, Under Sec. 17 of Coking Coal 
Mines (Nationalisation) Act, B.C.C.L. was bound to allow 
the workmen to continue as an Aimature Winder Helper Cat. 
IV till he was promoted on 18-8-78. The workman, however, 
comes forward with the case that he was actually doing the 
work of an Armature Winder before nationalisation and con- 
tinued to work as such till the date of his promotion to the 
post of Armature Winder Grade II in Cat. IV on 18-8-78 by 
the management. Had this case of the workman been accep- 
ted certainly the workman would have been entitled to the 
relief claimed. But as this case of the workman has not been 
established on account of absence of any evidence worthy of 
credit and the management’s case has been accepted being 
supported by both oral and documentary evidence of unim- 
peachable character the case of the workman has to be dis- 
missed as not proved, The evidence of Executive Engineer 
of the Workshop concerned and the documentary evidence 
borne out by the two Attendance Registers point to the con- 
clusion that the workman was not doing the work of an Ar- 
mature Winder but was doing the work of an Armature 
Winder Helper before he was promoted, I have already 
hteld that there was no bar for the management to put the 
workman concerned in Cat. IV and to designate the post ho 
was holding as the post of an Armature Winder Helper as 
such a thing is permissible under the recommendation of the 
Wage Board, Therefore It is futile to contend that the man- 
agement committed a mistake in designating the post the 
workman wns holding on the date of fake over as the post 
of an Armature Winder Helper and in placing him in Cat. TV. 
The Wage Board recommendation do not put an Armature 
Winder Helper in any of the .six categories recommended in 
the report. As such management was free to put the work- 
man m Cat. IV by designating the post he was holding as 
the post of an Armature Winder Helper. 

6. For the reasons stated above f hold that the workman 
concerned is not entitled to hold the post of Armature Winder 
in Cat. VI. It is not in dispute that the worker concerned is 
now holding the post of Armature Winder Grade II and has 
been placed in Cat. V after his promotion on IS-lkyg. The 
management concedes that when a vacancy arises in Cat. VI 
the case of the workman concerned would be considered for 
promotion and that if at that time the workman would be 
found fit he would be promoted to the post of Armature 
Winder Grade I in Cat. VI, The workman is, therefore, en- 
titled to no relief. The reference is answered accordingly. 

B, K. BL\Y, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-20012/167/78-D.ni(A)] 

New Delhi, the 13th March, 1980 

S.O, 744, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby publishes the following award of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Bhurkunda Colliery of Central Coalfields 
Limited, Post Office Bhurkunda, Distric; Hazaribagh (Bihar) 
Mil thetP WDriuBcn, which woa received by the Central Gov- 
itrninent on the 10th Man*, 1980, 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT NQ. 3, DHANBAD 

PRESENT ; 

Shri P. Ramakrishna, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. 37 of 1978 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Bhurkunda 
Colliery of Central Coalfiolds Ltd., P.O. Bhurkunda, 
District Hazaiibagh (Bihar). 

AND 

Their workman. 

APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employersi — Shri T, P. Chowdbnry, Advocate. 

For the Worktnan— Shri B, Joshi, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY; Coal STATE: Bihar 

Dated, the 23rd February, 1980 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them U/s 10(l)(d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 14 of 1947 have referred the 
following dispute to this 'Tribunal for adjudication as per 
their Order No. L-200121235/77-Dm(A). dated 29th April, 
1978. 


Schedule 

“Wlicther the action of the management of Bhurkunda 
Colliery of Central Coalfields Limited, P.O. Bhur- 
kunda, District Hazaribagh (Bihar]) m dismissing 
Shri Baleshwar Singh, Haulage Engine Driver from 
service with effect fremt 13th September, 1976, is 
justified ? If not, to what relief is the said work- 
man entitled ?”. 

2, The Secretary, United ClOal Workers Union has filed a 
written statement of claim on behalf of the workman here- 
in stating that the workman herein was a Haulage Engine 
Driver in September, 1976. On 4tb June, 1976 Maheshwai 
Singh an employee of Sounda 'D' Colliery was taking his 
sick child to the Bhurkunda Hospital, TTie workman con- 
cerned accommnled the oaid Maheshwar Singh to the reol- 
dence of Dr. D. L. Kundu the Medical Officer at about 7.50 
p.m. Dr. Kundu examined the child and directed him to 
be admitted as an Indoor patient for treatment. Unfortu- 
nately the child expired by niid-night. Maheshwar Singh and 
the workman herem felt that for want of prompt attention 
at the hospit.al the child had died. So they caught hold of 
Dr. Kundu ai^ beat him. For this offence the workman 
herein was tried at a domestic enquiry and found guilty. 
The competent authority to whom the finding was submitt^ 
agreed with the view taken by the Enquiry Officer and im- 
posed the punishment of dismissal from service. The work- 
m-an complain.s that the domestic enquiry is vitiated by the 
failure on the part of the Enquiry Officer to observe the 
principle;? of natural justice. It is also submitted that when 
the workman wm charged with the offence of assault the 
Enquiry Officer should have recorded a finding of not guilty 
when once he held on the evidence that it was Maheshwar 
Singh that actually hit the Doctor with a shoe and not 
(the workman). They also say that the workman has a 
long and unblemished record of service and the punlsh^nt 
of dismissal imposed on him is disproportionate to the 
offence committed by him. 

3, The management in their written statement submitted 
that ihc enquiry was fair and proper and that the findioga 
of the Enquiry Officer were based on evidence. They say 
that having regard to the unruly and riotous behaviour of 
the workman and his relatioa Maheshwar Sln^ tiM punish- 
ment of dismissal cannot be said to be unjustified. 
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4. The muiaaemeiit in their rejoinder denied the nver- 
meiit that there is any negligence on the part of the Doctor 
or his staff in attending to the sicic child. They reiterate 
that the condnct of the workman herein justified the punish- 
ment imposed on him. 


white the workman herein caught hold Of him Maheshwtr 
Sin^ hit him with shoes three or font times. He denied 
the suggestion that he called upon the workman herein and 
Maheshwar Singh to purchase medicines from outside. 


5. The workman has not chosen to file any rejoinder. 

6. For the reasons given in the Order dated 29th Decem- 
ber, 1979 this court held that the enquiry in question was 
fair and proper. The only other points that remain to be 
considered are — 

(1) Whether the finding of guilty recorded by the 
^quiry Officer Is justified and valid ? 

(2) Whether the punishment imposed on the workman 
is disproportionate to the offence proved ? 

7. Point (1). — ^The workman herein and his relation 
Maheshwar Singh were charged for the offence of assaulting 
the Medical Officer Dr. Kundu. They were tried separately 
for the said offence. Before the Enquiry Officer the comp- 
lainant vht. Dr. Kundu and the workman were examined. 
The Doctor deposed that when the workman herein caught 
hold of hhn by his shoulder, his relation Maheshwar Singh 
hit him w'ilh a shoe. The Enquiry Officer accepted this evi- 
dence and on that basis held the workman herein guilty. It 
is argued the* the workman was charged for one offence viz. 
Assatilt and found guilty of another offence viz. Catching 
hold of the Doctor firmfy to enable his relation to beat 
him (Doctor) with a shoe and this has caused great pre- 
judic to the delinquent. It is said thj»t the charge sheet 
should have disclosed the exact role played by the delinquent 
and since it is not done in this case, the enquiry .should be 
held to be vitiated. I do not agree. Ho knew that he was 
being tried for assaulting the Doctor on the night in ques- 
tion along with Maheshwaa- Singh. His statement and the 
cross-examination of the Doctor clearly indicated this. The 
two persons in question are tried for the offence of assault. 
Whether one beats the victim while the other catches hold 
of him firmly or both of them beat the victim, the result is 
the same in tne eye of law. They jointly participated in the 
crime sharing the common intention of assaulting the Doctor. 
Both of them are liable to be convicted of the offence of 
assault, which is done. 

8. I also hold that the finding of guilty .recorded by the 
Enquiry Officer is baaed on proper evidence. Point (1) held 
against the workman. 

9. Point (2). — Regarding the other point viz. the punish- 
ment being disproportionate to the offence cstablFhed, from 
the statement of the workman before the Enquiry Officer it 
tippears that he and Maheshwar Singh took the latter’s child 
to Dt. Kundu’a residence a* about 6 p-m. on 4th June, 1976. 
When he requested the Doctor to examine the child the 
Doctor declined to do so. The repeated entreaties of the 
workman and his friend Parameshwar Singh did not have 
any effect on the Doctor. After keeping them waiting for 
about an hour the Doctor gave a sUp and asked them to take 
the patient to the indoor ward. Inside the ward there were 
no medicines. The Doctor pnesoribed certain medicines and 
directed them to purchase them from outside. Jn the mean- 
while Oxygen was given to the child. The medicines pur- 
chased from the market wore also administered. As the 
condiition of the child was fast detedorating the staff sent 
for Doctor Kundu but he dM not oblige. The Ward Boy 
was again sent to bring Dr. Kundu. By the time he arrived 
at the hospital the child had expired. It is said tha-t he did 
not even care to see thp dead body of the child. The delin- 
quent further says that he requested Dr. Kundu to pro- 
nounce the child to bo dead or allvjt. Even then the Doctor 
did not go to see the child. Sometime later the Doctor ask- 
td them to go away taking the dead body of the child trom 
the verandah. The Doctor’s version is that soon afte- the 
chUd was taken before him he directed the Sister to admit 
It w an mdoor patient. Ho says that ho, the Laly Doctor 
and the Nurse did their best to save the child. By about 
11.53 p.m, the Ward Boy came to call him to the hospital. 
He at once went to the patient’s bed ooid found the child 
dead. He says after seeing the dead body of the child he 
^ sitting in ffie Sister’s room where he was assaulted by 
the workman herem and Maheshwar Singh. He says that 


10. Dn the above evidence it has to be seen whether there 
arc any e.xtenuating circumstances in favour of the work- 
man. There cannot be any two opinions regarffing the con- 
duct of the workman which is most reprehensible nnd sub- 
versive of discipline. Still it has to bo considered whether 
the extreme punishment of dismissal la warranted. In judg- 
ing the conduct of the workman his social background may 
also be taken Into account. Ho is a rough miner. When 
the precious life of the child was lost, they could not control 
themselves and behaved in the manner they did, I feel that 
rein-statement in service without back wages and without any 
further increments from the date of dismissal from service 
viz. 13thi September, 1976 till the date of reinstatement will 
be adequate punishment. 

11. For the aforesaid reasons the Reference i;? answered 
as follows : — 

(1) The action of the management of Bhurkunda 
Colliery of Centra] Coalfields Ltd., in dismisiilng 
the concerned workman from service with effect 
from 13th September, 1976 is not justified. 

( 2 ) He is directed to be reinstated in service with effect 
from 13th September, 1976 with continuity of ser- 
vice, but without the benefit of arrears of wages or 
increments from 13th September, 1976 till the date 
of reinstatement. 

P. RAMAKRISHNA, Presiding Officer. 
[No. L-2{)012/235/77-D-m(A)] 
S. H. S. IYER, Desk Officer 


ftwrl, 1 1 RT#, ] 980 
74s.— TTT fTt, tm tfmr 

1948 ( X948 tPT 34) ifY BTtr ]6( l) % spiRTW «f, RToaVoqqo 
WTmfTJTT ^ WPT IT -Stt RrfoPoqRo jq rM, 

1980 ^ ?r RTtTTRV Rf^ RRV ^ 

JFm rIrt fipTR ^ WR if ^ i 

[tfwr 1 2 0 2 e/ 3/ 7 9-nwoifrf o] 
<?Ro lIRo R^WRTRR, RR-RffrR 


New Delhi, the 11th March, 1980 

S.O. 745. — In pursuance of section 16(1) of the Employees' 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Govern- 
ment appoints Shri Har Mander Singh, LA.S. as Director 
General Employees’ State Insurance Corporation, with effect 
from the forenoon of the 10th March. 1980, until further 
orders vide Dr. V. M, Charnalia. 

[No. A- 1 2026/3 /79-Hl] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Dy. Secy. 

Rf totfl, 1 2 Rrf, 1980 

TTo RTo 7 4 6. — RrtPTT, TTJR ^Irt R fafHUR , 

1948 { 194S'D- 34) HRT 87 ffRT tTmilfW VT SRlR 
517, RKR RRTR, RR tftTRR JtWIT ^oRro 

627, frrtRt 22 JiniO, 1979 ROT if, fjpjJRTR fttRRI# farfR- 
ij, fttrUSIRtTRH Rit trilw, 1979 31 Rl^, 1980 Wt, 

fViSf RTfhB- »ft dNRpi RRftr ^ anr uftr- 

ftRR i !fRt^R ^ ^ ^ ^ I 
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2. irtP rnwiftiRia 5. ■ — 

( 1 ) ATT) THTTfr^ TiT A^ TPrflT ATAA 

^kPT ATT RTTWr^ 9T Am wftrf^ at (fAt ATT?t <p# 

'TTATt ^ ^), ^ fATTfirTt, ATTT *fh: 

^ Olfl| i r»d*f l A%T ^ ^ AnTAlft TTW aYaT (ATATTtit) WaAA, 
I9S0 ^ witA A^ Am WAfV R^Y ATWA ^aY 

( 2 ) PlAA iro Am tTfaf-WA Rft WTTT 45 RpY AAWITT ( l) ^ 
WrftA fr^m ftw AAT <5Yf fATYiJIRT, TTT fWT RA TA PtYaTT 
infilTA Rfrt RAT TAHTtY — 

(i) STTT 44 ^ AWra ( i) ^ RRfYn, atr RAft' r!Y aiaa 

TfY YrATaY •RY YaM^ ^ AWlPMfl ratY ^ 

jirYaaH; ITT 

(ii) >1^ RfRfAftRRT rtt:^ ^ smYann^ Pr fnWrft tiaa iTYat 

(Aimw) PrlAAA, 1950 ITAT ART R^WA TfATHT 
fftr RfR%T, ATT) RrYa ^ AA ^ AT A^ i AT 

(iii) A15 RfaPlfil R tT RvC^ HAY-RrH fr RApArfY, PtaYart 

im PtR AT^ AA RITA^ aPtAIATA^A RTT 

RpI^fRAT ^)' R^ ?p AY AT TlfY ARTR if rYt RT^ 
TFT if Alii RTT IJRiATT RAT [[RT AT ; AT 

(iv) Ai RfirPiftAA RTrir snfYAAr^ ft? att raPt ^ sYtta, 

AA Am RnXArriY ip TTRA if RfepTAR ^ AAAAT ST^T 
*r, ^ fRAlfY A'lRfrif ATT R^ATRA fRTAT TJAr RT ATA^; 

PiwiPifRfl RA^ Rrn^ % W Avrm ^ ;— 

(f) STHR at R^AA%r PlAlAlRi If R^ RTW Pr A^ A% 
^ R TAR T tY ^ AAAYTT! fA<Yw AT RAT ARRT^ 
RIANARi AAFAT ti AT 

(at) ^ JTHTA AT R gAAfg A PaaIrR. % RfOTVlTtfYA MY 
RATRT^, TRTAA, RAAYrA AT RAT aPtTTT if MY »fY 
Af^ AAA At 5T^ RTTAT *iYt AA% ANiPl if AIJ 

r^rtt rttai Pit a^ rtYttatY PtaYra rYt arj^PY % 
rata iY rAM ^ %RT, Af^Al «fYt RRT ARTIER, ^ 
PrOwR) AT RTA AAHlO % RAW AT^A RT? 4fYt mpff 
A'PYWT RTT^ S, at ^ RIRTtPY ? PiriT ^ RTAtARr 
AART^ ^ , AT 

(a) ATJTA at R®AA%r PtaYaRT AA% rPtoTTY at ilART 
RtY ^ MY ®A% *?[ AY ^ TTW%, TATAA, RAAYrA 
AT R^ AftTTt, if ATAT RTA., AT ^ P'firfY “mIa) r5Y Pra^ 
Art if ^ PltfRIRT AT RAT AARTtY ^ ART A^ PtRATA 
RTT^T RA RAtA t fr R)*fAlPl t, AffWT RTTAT: 

AT 

(a) ^ RAtWT^, TRTAA, RAApRA AT RAT aPYaT if ti' 
fMY tMilt, %RTA^ AT RTA ATAT^ ^ ARAT #AR 
RSAAT AT ^A% -JITUI Ml 


New Delhi, the 12th M«rch, 19*0 

S.O. 746.“-In exercife of the power* conferred by section 
87 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), 
and in continuation of the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 327, dated the 22nd 
January, 1979, the Central Government hereby exempts 
Hindustan Shipyard Limited, Visabhapatnam from the opera- 
tion of the said Act for a further period with effect from 
1st April, 1979 upto and inclusive of 31'Jt Yviparch, 1980. 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following condi- 
tions, namely :— 

(1) The employer of the said factory shall submit in 
respect of the period during which that factory was subject 
to the operation of the said Act (hereinafter referred to as 
the said period), such returns in such form and containing 
such particulars a» were due from it In re.spcct of the said 
period under the Employees’ State Insurance (General) Regu- 
lations, 1950 ; 

(2) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under 
sub-section (1) of section 45 of the said Act. or other Official 
of the Corporation authorised in this behalf shall, for the 
purposes of — 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in any return lub- 

mitted under sub-section (1) of section 44 for the 
said period ; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were main- 

tained as required by the Employees’ State Insurance 
(General) Regulations, 1950 for the said period ; or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be 
entitled to benefits provided by the employar in 
cash and kind being benefits in consideration of 
which exemption is being granted under this noti- 
fication ; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the 

Act has been complied ssdth during the period when 
such provisions were in force in relation to the said 
factory ; 

t)e empowered to •— 

(a) require the principal or Immediate employer to to-< 

nish to him such information as he may consider 
necessary ; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or other pre- 

mises occupied by such principal or immediate em- 
ployer at any reasonable time and require any 
person found Inchargr thereof to produce to such 
Insnector or other official and allow him to examine 
inch accounta, books and other documenta relatlnt 
to the employment of persona and payment of wages 
or to furnish to him such information as he may 
consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the principal or immedi.ate employer, his 

agent or servant, or any person found in such fac- 
tory, establishment, office or other premises, or any 
person whom the said Inspector or other official has 
reasonable cause to believe to have been an employee: 
or 

(d) make copies of or take extracts from, any register, 

account book or other document maintained in such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises. 


■tiwiwr inw 

RR TnR% if JrMY RRIA ?T ^ M RTARARt ^ Af I RAfftt 
Tje ^T M APR RTMt-AW sSY RfftArf AT RRA RAT I ARTfA, 
m HAiM f%AT RTAT | fv 'j.sMijfl TTRIA ?T ^ ?Y ftisTl 
AX BRTA Aff aM I 

[ftlAT 1^^0-380 1 4/47/7»4tR»RTfo] 


Explaimtory Memorandoin 

It has become necessary to give retrospective effect to 
the exemption in this ca.se, as the processing of the application 
for exemption took time. However, it is certified that the 
pant of exemption with retrospective effect will not affect the 
interest of anybody adversely. 


tNo, S-38014/47/78-HI] 
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'S«^"i'i ^RTi, ^TRSpiT wr, af I 
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New Delhi, the 13th March, 1980 

S.O, 747. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section ( 1 ) of section JA of the Employees Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government hereby appoints (1) Shri Y. L. Rajwade, 
Director, Department of Steel, Government of India, New 
Delhi and (2) Shri B. M. Sethi, Secretary, All India Organisa- 
tion of Employers, Federation House, Tansen Marg, New 
Dehli, as members of the Central Board of Trustees, vice (I) 
Shri B. S. Bhatnagar, Deputy Secretary, Department of 
Steel; and (2) Shri P. Chentsal Rao, Secretary General All 
India Organisation of Employers, Federation Hoii.se, New 
Delhi jespectivcly and in,ikes the following further amend- 
ments in the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Labour number S.O. 236, dated the 16th Decem- 
ber, 1975 published in part II, section 3(ii) of the Gazette 
of Indi.3, dated the 10th January, 1976, namely; — 

In the said notification for the entries in column 2 against 
serial numbers 6 and 22, for the entries, the following entries 
shall respectively be soihstituted, namely : — 

(6) “Shri Y. L. Rajwade, Director, Department of Steel, 
Ministry of Steel, Mines and Coal. Government of 
India, New Delhi.” 

(22) "Shri B. M. Sethi, Secretary, All Indi.i Organisation 
of Employers, Federation House, Tansen Nfarg, 
New Delhi.” 

[No. V. 20012(l)/75-PF.lI] 
HANS RAJ CHHABRA, Dy. Secy. 

New Delhi, (he 13th March, 1980 

S.O, 748. — ^In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Ahmedabad in the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to Ihc management 
of State Bank of India, Bhadra, Ahmedabad and their work- 
men over termination of services of Shri Ramesh G. Barot. 
Farrash-cum-Messenger with effect from 5th March, 1977 
which was received by the Central Government on 26tlr 
February, 1980. 

1267GT/79— 10 


BEFORF SHRI R. C, ISRANl, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
INDUSl'klAL TRIBUNAI, AHMEDABAD 

(Hefereuee (ITC) No. 3 of 1979) 

Adjudieatton 

BETWEEN 

The State Bank of India, Bhadra, Ahmedabad. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

In the matter of the Workmen's demand regarding the 
termination of the services of Shri Ramesh G. Barot, 
Farra^h-cum-Messenger — 

APPEARANCES : 

Shri N. Y. Oza, Law Officer, State Bank of India, — for 
the Bank. 

Shri J. M. Brait, Under Secretary, State Bank of India 
& Subsidiary Banks' Employees' Union, Ahmedabad 
Sub-Office,- — for the Workmen. 


AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Govt, of India to this 
Industrial Tribunal under the provisions of section 7 A and 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Inrlustrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, (hereinafter to be referred to as ‘the 
Act’), vide Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour’s Order No. 
L-12()12/82/78-D.ILA, dated the 7th, March, 1979, in res- 
pect of an industrial dispute, which has arisen between the 
State Bank of India, Ahmedabad, (hereinafter to be referred 
to as ‘(he bank’), and the Workmen employed under it. 

2. The industrial dispute, as It appear.s from the schedule 
attached to the original order, under which this reference has 
been made, relates to the demand, which is as under ; — 

“Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of India, L.H.O,, Bhadra, Ahmedabad in terminat- 
ing the services of Shri Ramesh G, Barot, Farrash- 
cum-Messenger with effect from 5th March, 1977 
is justified? If not, to what relief Is the workman 
entitled ?” 

3. In support of the above mentioned demand, the con- 
cerned woikman, Shri Ramesh G. Barot, (hereinafter to be 
referred to as ‘the workman’), has filed his statement of 
claim, (Ex. 2), on 271h April, 1979. It i» the case of the 
workman, as disclosed from that statement of claim, that 
he Was appointed as a farr.ish-ciim-messcngcr in the service 
of the bank with effect from 1st May, 1976, It is bis 
grievance that without giving him any previous notice and 
without as.si^ing anv reasons, the bank was terminating bis 
services at different intervals only with a view to seeing that 
he did not put in continuous service under the bank. He has 
disclossrcl through this statement of claim that on about six 
different occasions his services were terminated and artificial 
breaks were introduced in his otherwise continuous service 
under the bank. It is his case that, in fact, there was neither 
any reason, nor any justification, for terminating his services 
on those different occasions, but those actions were taken 
by the authorities of the bank in order to see that he did 
not complete a continuou? service of more than 12 months 
under the bank. His further grievance is that while effecting 
those artificial breaks in his otherwise continuous service hy 
terminating hi.s service on different occasions, the bank Iwd 
violated the mandatory proviions of Sbastri Award, which 
governs the conditions of service of the workmen of different 
categories employed by the bank. According to the work- 
man, for the last time his services were terminated through 
an oral order on 5-3-1977 and even the said order was illegal 
and also void ah initio, because it was made in direct 
violation of the provisions of Shastri Award, as well 
as in direct contravention of the provisions of Section 
25B and 25F of the Act, It is the explanation of the 
workman that the bank authorities were consistently 
approached to revise their action and to reinstate him 
in his original position, but they did not pay any heed. 
Because of this attitude on the part of the authorities of 
the bank, the workman raised an industrial dispute before 
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the conciliation authorities, of the Central Government. Jt 
is his allegation that even before those authorities, the bank 
officers ditl not co-operate, with the result that the concilia- 
tion proceedings failed and it was thereafter that the Gov- 
ernment of India was pleased to make this reference to this 
Industrial Tribunal for the adjndication of the same. It was 
finally prayed through this statement of claim that this Indus- 
trial Tribunal may declare that the said action of the bank, 
in terminating the services of the workman through the oral 
order with effect from 5-3-1977, be declared to be illegal. 
It is also prayed that a direction be given to the bank to 
reinstate the workman in hia original position with continuity 
of service and also for the payment of his full back wages. 

4. On behalf of the bank, the written statement, (Ex. 3), 
has been filed on 29-5-1979. It is contended on behalf of the 
bunk that this reference is not legally tenable and that the 
dispute covered by this reference, is not an industrial dispute 
us contemplated under Section 2(k) of the Act. As regards 
the employricnl of the workman and the termination of hi* 
service on different occasions, as disclosed through the state- 
ment of claim, (Ex. 2), the bank has not disputed them. 
However, it i* explained that it was always at the end of 
contractual period for which the workman was temporarily 
employed that his services used to be terminated. It Was 
explained that there were no mala fides on the part of th« 
hank in terminating his services at different occasions, but 
those actions were necessitated on account of the fact that 
his services were no more required, as he was appointed 
only lemporarily for specific periods. It was claimed through 
this written statement that whenever temporary appointment 
was given to the workman, his .services used to be terminated 
at the end of the period for which he was specifically 
appointed. 

5. As regards the allegation of breach of the provisions of 
of the Shastri Award, it was explained that the bank had not 
committed any such breach, as in the case of the workman, 
it was not necessory to give him any notice as contemplated 
tuider that award before terminating his services, because his 
services were not terminated before the expiry of the period 
for which he was specifically and temporarily appointed. As 
regards the contention of the workman through nis statement 
of claim regarding the contravention of the provisions of Sec- 
tion 25B and 25F of the Act, It wa? also contended by th* 
bank that even those provisions cannot be attracted In this 
case, because the workman had not been in the continuous 
service of the bank for not less than one year, According to 
the bank, the termination of service of the workman with 
effect from 5th March, 1977, would not amount to retrench- 
ment as contemplated under Section 2foo) of the Act and, 
therefore, any plea rai.scd on behalf of the workman based 
on those provisions of the Act, would not be available to 
him. It was, therefore, urged that the demand covered by 
this reference, cannot be granted and the reference be, there- 
fore, reiected. 

6. When this reference was taken up for consideration, the 
workman was represented by one Shrl J, M. Brait, the Under 
Secretary, Bank of India & Subsidiary Banks Employees’ 
Union, Ahmedabad, (hereinafter to be referred to as ‘the 
union'). He was given the authority in writing by the work- 
man, which is produced at Ex. 4/1. The bank was renresented 
by their Law Officer, Shri N. Y, Oza. On behalf of (he work- 
man, there is onlv his own evidence, which has been recorded 
at Ex. 6, Thereafter, the case of the workman was closed 
through the purshis (Ex. 9), dated 25th September, J979. As 
regards the bank, no oral evidence was led, and in that 
connection the purshis, (Ex. 11). was filed on 2.5th September, 
1979, However, on behalf of the parties some documentary 
evidence has been produced, which has been exhibited with 
their mutual consent. 

7. After hearing the learned representatives of the parties, 
and after considering the oral, as well as the documentary 
evidence in this reference, i^ will have to be found out as 
to. whether the action of the bank in terminating the servicer 
of the workman with effect from 5th March, 1977, can be 
legally justified ? 

8. Before entering into a detailed discussion in respect of 
the above mentioned point, it will be necessary to give in a 
tabular form tbe various date" on which the workman was 
g'ven appointment under the bank and on which his services 
were terminated, These admitted details find support both 


from the statement of claim, (Ex, 2). filed on behalf of the 
workman as from the written statement, (Ex. 3), filed on 
behalf of the bank. Not only that, but they also find support 
from a document produced by the bank Itself, which is dated 
25th September, 1979, and is admitted at Ex, 10/1. Those 
details are as under ; — 


Dale of Appointment Date of Termination 


(i) Ist May, 1976 

(ii) 2nd July, 1976. 

(iii) 28th July, 1976. 

(iv) 1st August, 1976. 

(v) ist October, 1976. 

(vi) 1st November, 1976. 
^vii) 6th January, 1977. 


26th June, 1976. 

261h Inly, 1976. 

31sl July, 1976. 

29th September, 1976, 
30th October. 1976. 
31st December, 1976. 
.5th March, 1977. 


9. During the above mentioned period of his employment 
which was intermittent, he had actually worked for 296 days’ 
according to the union, and even the bank has admitted that 
position through its written statement, (Ex. 3), in para (4) 
while giving the details regarding the different periods during 
which the workman had worked actually in the service of the 
bank It is thus fully established (hat during the period from 
1st May, 1976, to 5th March, 1977, the workman had actually 
worked for 296 day.s. In this connection,! it will be necessary, 
in the first instance, to examine the contention of the work- 
man that the termination of his service with effect from 
5th March, 1977, waa illegal as it was in contravention of the 
provisions of Section 25B and 25F of the Act. In my opinion, 
Ite said provisions of the Act cannot be legally attracted iii 
this case, because even though the workman had actually 
worked for more than 240 days during that period, yet his 
entire employment under the bank was not for one' year. It 
was, on the contrary, for a period which was less than one 
year. His first appointment was on Ist May, 1976 and his 
services were terminated on 5th March, 1977. In this con- 
nection. there is » direct decision of the Supreme Court of 
India, reported in 1963, (II), LLJ, at p. 367, in the case bet- 
ween Sur Enamel and Stamping Works Ltd., and their work- 
men, In that case also, (he Supreme Court was considered 
the application of Sections 25B and 25F of the Act The rele- 
vait observations are on page 370, and they are as under •— 


Coming now to the case of Nagcn Bora and Monoharan 
we find that they were temporary workmen The tri- 
bunal held that the order of termination of their 
services was bad only by reason of non-compliance 
with the provisions of S. 25F of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act and not otherwise. The tribunal directed 
certain payments to be made to these persons by 
wav of compensation. IVfr, Sen Gupta wanted to 
argue that as these two were temporary workmen 
they were not entitled to the benefit of S. 25F. It is 
unnecessary for us to consider this question as it 
appears to us that assuming that temporary workmen 
are also entitled to the benefit of S. 25F, neither 
Nagen Bora nor Monoharan comes within the terms 
of that lection. 


On the plain terms of the section only a workman 
who has been in continuous service for not less than 
one vear under an employer Is entitled to its bene- 
fit. (pontjnuous service" is defined in S, 2(eee) as 
meaning uninterrupted service, and includes service 
which may be interrupted merely on account of sick- 
nws or authorized leave or an accident or a strike 
which is not illegal or a lockout or a cessation of 
work which is not due to anv fault on the part of 
the workman. What is meant by “one vear of conti- 
nuous service” has been defined in S, 25B Under this 
section a workman who during a period of twelve 
calendar months has actually worked in an industry 
for not less than 240 days shall be deemed to have 
completed orn- year of completed service in the Indus- 
try. Nagen Bora and Monnharan were both re- 
appointed on lOth March, 1959 Their services were 
terminated on 15th January. 1960. Thus their total 
period of employment was less than eleven months. 
Tt is not disputed that period of their former em- 
ployment under the company prior to their reappomt- 
ment on 10th March. 1959 cannot be taken into 
consideration in computing (he period of one year, 
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because il is common around that their reappointment 
on loth March, 1959 was a fresh appointment. The 
position therefore is that during a period of cmploy- 
tnent for less than eleven calendar months these two 
persons worked for more than 240 days. In our 
opinion, that would not satisfy the requirement of 
S. 25B. Before a workman can be considered to have 
completed one year of continuous service in an indus- 
try it must be shown first that he was employed for 
a period of not less than twelve calendar months and, 
next that during those twelve calendar months he 
had worked for not less than 240 days. Where, a* 
in the present case, the workmen have not at all 
been employed for a period of twelve calendar 
months it becomes unnecessary to examine whether 
the actual days of work numbered 240 days or more. 
For, in any case, the requirements of S. 25B would 
not be satisfied by the mere fact of the number of 
working days being not less than 240 days. 

We have therefore come to Lhe conclusion that 
the tribunal was wrong in thinking that these two 
workmen were entitled to the benefit of S. 25F. 
Accordingly, we set aside the direction that the tri- 
bunal made for payments to Nagen Bora and Mono- 
haran by way of compensation.'’ 

10. In view of this decision of the Supreme Court of India, 
it will not be possible to hold in this case that the termination 
of the service of the workman with effect from 5-3-1977, 
amounted to retrenchment as contemplated under Section 
2^F of the Act and, therefore, because the provisions of tint 
section were not complied with, the said action was illegal 
or void. 

11. This contention raised on behalf of the workman hav- 
ing failed, it will have to bo examined whether, apart from 
that contention, the action of the bank In terminating the 
services of the workman with effect from 5-3-1977, was other- 
wise legal and proper 7 The bank has not produced the origi- 
nal order under which the workman wa.s appointed with effect 
from 1-5-1976. However, at the time of arguments Shri Oza, 
the learned representative appearing on behalf of the bank, 
had clearly stated, and admitted, that the said order of his 
appointment must have been for temporary appointment and 
that also only for a period of one month. His vehement argu- 
ment was that the workman was at all times only a temporary 
employee of the bank. In this connection, by way of an 
example, two other appointment orders have been produced 
by the bank in respect of the workman. They are the order, 
dated llth August, 1977, (Ex, 10/4), and the order, dated 
12th September, 1977, (Ex. 10/2). Both these orders indicate 
that his appointment was made for a period of only one 
month and that his appointment was purely a temporary one. 
Those orders also very specifically stated that since the ap- 
pointment was purely a temporary one, it would automatically 
come to an end on the expiry of one month for which the 
said appointment was made. Relying on these facts, as evi- 
denced by these two appointnrent orders, it was urged by 
Shri Oza on behalf of the bank that since the workman 
was employed only on purely temporary basis, his services 
came to an end on the expiry of that temporary period of 
employment and, therefore, the bank cannot be said to 
have violated any provisions of Sbaatri Award, or any other 
rules and regulations that may be applicable to the emplo- 
yees of the bank. There is no dispute that the employees 
of the hank, so far thcii conditions of service arc concern- 
ed, are governed hy the provisions of Shastri Award. Befoie 
citing the relevant provision.^ from that award, in order to 
examine lhe legality and validity of the action of the bank 
in terminating the services of (he workman with effect from 
5-3-1977, let me refer to one other fact which has been 
borne out from the details given by the bank itself regarding 
the service history of the workman, tn para (5) of its 
written sfatemenl on page (3), the bank has asserted as 
under ; — ■ 

Thereafter whenever need to appoint temporary 
Farrash-cum-messenger arose the employee was ap- 
pointed on the temporary basis for a limited period 
and he was relieved at the end of that period ’’ 

This assertion on the part of the bank means that whenever 
the workman wa.-: being appointed temporarily for a specific 
period, his services used to he terminated actually on the 
expiry of that period for which he was specifically appoinled. 
Now, the details given by the hank itself do not support this 
assertion. The very first appointment of the workman under 
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the bank, was with effect from 1-5-1976, and according to 
the averments of the bank itself, the said appointment was 
purely lemporary for a period of only one month, ff that 
js so, the services of the workman should have been ter- 
minated on the expiry of one month from 1-5-1976 on 31st 
May, 1976, or at the most with effect from 1-6-1976. The 
record shows that his services were terminated only on 28th 
June, 1976, i.o,, he was continued for 26 days more than 
the period lor which he was specifically appointed. The 
said record further shows that after some period for which 
he had remained out of employment, he was again appoint- 
ed OP 1-8-1976, obviously on a temporary basis for a period 
of one month, but his services were not terminated on 31st 
August, 1976, but they were continued upto 28th September, 
1976, and were terminated only on 29th September, 1976. 
Again, after some period of unemployment, he was re- 
appointed with effect from 1-11-1976, but his services were 
not terminated on 30fh November, 1976, or 1st Depember, 
1976, on the expiry of one month, but they were terminated 
on 31st December, 1976, which would show that his services 
were continuous for a period of two months. Coming now 
to the last termination, which is the subject matter ol scru- 
tiny by this Tribunal in this reference, the workman was 
reappointed with effect from 6-1-1977, He remained in 
continuous service uplo 5-3-1977, which would show that he 
served continuously for two months. From these recorded 
facts, it becomes fully established that when the services of 
the workman were terminated on 5-3-1977, he had remained 
in continuous service for two months, because his appoint- 
ment immediately prior to that date was with effect from 
6-1-1977. The bank has not produced the order of his 
appointment, which was made with effect from 6-1-19 77, to 
indicate as to for how much period the said appointment was 
made. However, from the two sample appointment orders 
mentioned above, viz., Exs. 10/2 and 10/4, it clearly appears 
that every time the temporary appointment of the workman 
was being made only for a period of one month. Even 
.Shri .Qxa,' the , learned representative appearing on behalf of 
the hank, had conceded at the time of argumenta that all 
the temporary appointments are being made only for a 
period of one month. In absence of the original order oi 
appointment on the record of this reference, it would be 
legitimate and proper to accept the position, that even the 
order of lemporary appointment of the workman with effect 
from 6-1-1977. must be for a period of one month, If that 
is so, the services of the workman in that case would have 
automatically terminated on 5-2-1977, but in this case he 
continued in service for one more month upto 5-3-1977, on 
which date they were terminated through an oral order hy 
the bank. 

12. From these details, it becomes clear that so far the 
last termination is concerned, the workman had continued 
in service even after the expiry of the specific period of one 
month for which his temporary appointment was made by 
the bank with effect from 6-1-1977. If that is »o, it will 
have to be found out, as lo in which category of workmen, 
the workman can be placed after keeping in view the pro- 
visions of Shastri Award ? Para (508) of Shastri Award 
refers to classification of employees. According to that 
classification, there are 4 categories of employees, viz,, (a) 
permanent employees; (b) probationers; (c) temporary em- 
nloyees; and fd) part-time employees. The said para also 
defines those 4 categories of employees, and it will be 
profitable lo reproduce that para (508) of Shastri Award 
which is as under : — 

“508. Classification of employees. — ^We direct that em- 

ployees shall be classified as : — 

ta) permanent employees; 

(b) probationers ; 

(c) temporary employees ; and 

(d) part-time employees ; 

these expressions having the following meanings ; 

(a) “permanent employee’’ means an employee who has 

been appointed as such by the bank, 

(b) “probationer” means an employee who is provisional- 

ly employed to fill a permanent vacancy or post 
and has not been made permanent or confirmed in 
service, 
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(c) “temporary employee” means an employee who has 

been appointed for a limited period for work which 
is of an essentially temporary nature, or who is 
employed temporarily as an additional employee in 
connection with a temporary increase in work of 
a pet^nanent nature. 

(d) “part-time employee’’ means an employee who does 

not or is not required to work for the full period 
for which an employee is ordinarily required to 
work and who is paid on the basis that he is or 
may be engaged in doing work elsewhere." 

At this state, it will also be necessary to refer to the evi- 
dence of the workman, recorded at Ex. 6. During his 
examination-chief, he had stated that whenever his appoint- 
ment was being made in the service of the bank, the same 
was not being made in place of any employee having pro- 
ceeded on leave. He further stated that after terminating 
his services, the bank had appointed another person perma- 
nently on that post. The workman has not been cross- 
examined on behalf of the bank and, therefore, from his 
evidence it becomes fully established that whenever his ap- 
pointment was made even as a temporary measure for some 
specific period, then, too, the same was being made on a 
permanent post. If that is so, then, after the expiry of the 
period for which the workman was temporarily appointed, 
he ceased to be a temporary employee, but acquired the 
status of a ‘probationer’, as defined under the above men- 
tioned para of the Shastri Award. Immediately prior to 
5-3-1977, he was appointed on 6-1-1977, and that appoint- 
ment being for only one month, his services would have 
automatically come to an end on 5-2-1977, but they were 
actually not terminated with effect from that date. They 
were continued upto 5-3-1977. His appointment, though 
temnorary, but to fill a permanent vacancy or nost, and he 
having ceased to be a temimrary nnployee on the expiry of 
the specific period for which he was appointed, he un- 
doubtedly acquired the status of a probationer. Tf that is 
so, it will have to be seen, whether the bank authorities fol- 
lowed the mandatory procedure prescribed under the Shastri- 
Award in terminating the services of different categories of 
their employees 7 fn this connection, a reference is invited 
to para f522) of the said Award. It will be necessary to re- 
produce even that para, which would indicate as to whether 
the procedure prescribed for the termination of employment, 
was followed by the bank in the case of the workman. The 
said para (5221 is as under : — 

"522. We now proceed to the subject of termination of 
employment. We give the following directions : — 

(1) In cases not involving disciplinary action for mis- 
conduct and subject to clause (61 below, the em- 
ployment of a permanent employee may be ter- 
minated by three monlhs’ notice or on payment of 
three months' pay and allowances in lieu of notice. 
The services of a probationer may be terminated 
by one month’s notice or on payment of a month’s 
pay and allowances in lieu of notice. 

(21 A permanent employee desirous of leaving the service 
of the bank shall give one month’s notice in writing 
to the manager. A probationer desirous of leaving 
service shall give 14 days’ notice in writing to the 
manager. A permanent employee or a probationer 
shall, when he leaves service, be given an order of 
relief signed by the manager. 

(31 Tf any permanent employee leaves the service of the 
bank without giving notice, he shall be liable to 
pay the bank. one month’s pay and allowances. A 
probationer, if he leaves service without giving 
notice, shall be liable for 14 days pay and allow- 
ances. 

(41 The services of any employee other than a perma- 
nent employee or probationer may be terminated, 
and he may leave service, after 14 days’ notice. If 
.such an employee leaves service without .oiving 
such notice be shall be liable for a week’- pay (in- 
cluding all allowancesl. 

(5| An order relating to discharge or termination of 
service shall be in writing and .shall be signed by 
the mana.ger. A copy of such order shall be sup- 
plied to the employee concerned 
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(6) In cases of contemplated closing down or of re- 
trenchment of more than five employees, the 
following procedure shall be observed : — 

(aj two month’s notice of such proposed action shall 
be given individually lo all the employees con- 
cerned, with a statement of the reasons for such 
proposed action ; 

(b) the manager or an officer empowered in this be- 

half shall within the period of such notice hear 
any representation from the employees concerned 
or any registered union of bank employees ; 

(c) after the hearing of such representation and the 

receipt of a report in the matter, if necessary, 
by the management, if it decides to give effect 
to the contemplated closing down or retrenchment 
in the original or an amended form Ihe services 
of the employees may be terminated by giving 
notice or payment in lieu thereof for the periods 
prescribed above." 

13. The workman, through his evidence at E.x. 6, has 
deposed that before his services were terminated with effect 
from 5-3-1977, he was not given any previous notice and 
that he wa,s also not given any salary or pay in lieu of that 
notice. Even the bank itself has not even alleged that any 
such notice was given to him, or any pay, or salaiy, was 
paid to him in lieu of that notice. From the above men- 
tioned para (5221 of Shastri Award, it haa become very 
clear ih.at the services of the workman who had attained the 
status of a prohationcr, could be terminated legally onh' 
after giving him one month’s notice, or on payment of a 
month’s pay and allowance, in lieu of that notice, ns con- 
templated under clause (11 of the 'raid para (522). The hank 
had, admittedly, violalcd the above mentioned provisions of 
Shastri Award in terminating the services of the workman 
with effect from 5-3-1977. 

14, Even if it were to be accepted for the sake of argu- 
ments. that the workman had not attained the .status of a 
probationer, but he still continued to be a temporary em- 
ployee of the bank, then, too. sub-clause (4) of the said 
para (522) of Ihe Shastri Award, clearly lays down that his 
services could have been legally terminated after giving him 
14 days’ notice. In this case, no such notice was given to 
the workman. From this discussion, it stands fully estab- 
lished that the action of the bank, in terminating the services 
of the workman with effect from 5-3-1977, was absolutely 
illegal and unjustified. 

15 It has been brought on record that even after the 

termination of his service with effect from 5-3-1977, the 

workman has been re-employed, and after that termination 
his first rc-employmenl was on 11-8-1977, which continued 
upto loth September, 1977. .^gain, he was re-employed 
with effect from 12th September, 1977, which employment 
continued upto 5fh November, 1977, as would he clear from 
the details given by the bank at Ex. 10/1. After that tei 
minalion on 5tb November, 1977, the workman remained 
oiil of employment. However, it i.s gratifying to note that 
with effect from 1-8-1979, he has been taken up as a proba- 
tioner on a permanent post and i* was reported that after 
Ihe completion of one year of service, he would be made a 
permanent employee of the bank. This would show thtjt so 
far the prayer for reinstatement is concerned, it hn.s now 
become Infnictuous. as the workman is already In the em- 
ployment of the bank. However, the question of his past 
wage.s would undoubtedly arise. He had remained out of 
employment on the hasia of that illegal and unjustified t'rdcr 
with effect from 5-3-1977 to 10th August, 1977, because 
with eifect from* 11th August. 1977, he was acain re-cmploy- 
eil- The present reference is confined to the examination 
of the legality and the propriety of the action of the 
management of the bank in terminating the services of the 
workman with effect from onlv 5th March. 1977, Thisi 
being the position, it will not be within the iurisdrefion of 
this Tribunal to consider the action of the hank in terminat- 
ing his services on the dates prior to that date, or snbfiequcnt 
lo that date. T have already held above that the action of 
the hank authorities in terminating the services of the work- 
man with effect from 5lh March. 1977. was neither legal, 
nor proper. Il was, therefore, not justified . 

16 Having held that the said action of the hank was not 
justified, and considering the fact that even at preaent the 
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workman is in the employment of the bank, the only other 
relief which can be given to the workman, would be re- 
garding giving directions about the continuity of his service 
and the payment of back wagea only for the period from 
5-3-1977 to 10-8-1977, which will be for about 5 months 
and 5 days. There is nothing on the record to show that 
during the said period of his unemployment the workman 
was gainfully employed elsewhere and during that period he 
had also earned any wages. The burden was upon the em- 
ployer, vi/., the bank in this case, to have put questions to 
the workman, when he was giving evidence before this 
Tribunal in this connection, but unfoitunately he was not 
crOKs-exarained at all. Tn absence of any such evidence, it 
will have to be held that he was without any other alterna- 
tiie employment during that period and, therefore, would 
be entitled to his full wages and other allowances which he 
would hiive earned during that period if he had continued 
In employment. 

17. (I) It is hereby declared that the action of the manage- 
ment of the State Bank of India, L.H.O,, Bhadra, Ahmedabad, 
in terminating the services of Shri Ramesh G, Barot, Farrash- 
cum-Mesisenger, with effect from 5th March, 1977, being in 
contravention of the provisions of the Shaslri Aw.trd, was 
illegal, improper and unjustified. 

(ii) The workman having already been re-employed in the 
service of the bank, it will not be necessary to give any 
directions regarding hisi reinstatement. 

(iii) ft is hereby directed that the workman be paid his 
wages, including all the allowances, which he was drawii^ 
on the date of the termination of his service on 5-3-1977, 
from that date till 10-8-1977, because with effect from 
1 1-8-1977, he wau again re-employed in the service of the 
bank. The arrears of those wages and other allowances, 
.shall be paid to him within a period of one month from 
the publication of this award in the Gazette of India. 

(iv) It is rdso directed that the services' of the workman 
shall be treated as continuous with effect from 6-1-1977 and 
there shall be no break in his service on account of the 
termination of his service on 5-3-1977, which action of the 
bank has been held to be illegal and unjustified. 

(v) The first party to bear its own costs and also to pay 
the costs of the yecond party, which are quantified at Rs. 200 
(Rupees Two Hundred only), 

R. C. ISRANI, Presiding Officer 
[No, L-12012/82/78-D.II.A] 

Ahmedabad, 

dated 5th February, 1980. 

New Delhi, the 15th March. 1980 

S.O. 749, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indu.s- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby publishes the following Interim award of the 
Central Governments National Industrial Tribunal Bombay, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relations 
to the management of Reserve Bank of India and their 
Class III workmen which was received by the Central Gov- 
ernment on the 7th March, 1980, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT NATIONAL 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, BOMBAY 

PRESENT ; 

C. T. Dighe Esqr., B.A. (Hons.), LL.M. Presiding Officer. 


Reference No. NTB — 1 of 1979 

Employers in relation to Reserve Bank of India 
AND 

T'heir Class III Workmen 
(Interim Award on Item 33 of Reference) 
APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employers. — Mr. N, V. Sundarain, Legal Adviser. 


For the All India Reserve Bank Employees' Association. — 
Mr, Madan Phadnis. Advocate. 

For the All India Reserve Bank Workers’ Organisation,— 
Mr. M. P. Mehta, Advocate. 

For All India Reserve Bank Karmachari Federation and 
All India Reserve Bank Cash Department Stall 
Union. — Mr. C. L. Dudhla, Advocate. 

For Resciwe Bank Ex-ScrVicemen Employees’ Welfare 
Association. — Mr, S. P. Palani Vein. 

For Reserve Bank Employees’ Union (H), Reserve Bank 
Employees’ Utuon (N) & All India Reserve Bank 
Employees’ Co-ordination Committee. — Mr. J. G. 
Gadkari, Advocate. 

For All India Reserve Bank Scheduled Caste/Tribe Em- 
ployees’ Federation. — Mr. Y, H. Appa, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Banking 
Bombay, dated the 19th February, 1980 
AWARD 

The All India Reserve Bank Workers Organisation, Narour, 
hereinafter called “the Organisation” filed an application along 
with their Statement of Claim on the 21st of November, 1979, 
as'king for an interim relief of Rs. 1,000 to the employees in 
Class III of the Reserve Bank of India. The application men- 
tions that the prayer has been made in terms of Item No. 33 of 
the Schedule attached to the order of reference dated 16th June, 
1979. 

2. This claim was opposed by the Reserve Bank of India and 
the All India Reserve Bank Employees’ Association, herein- 
after called “the Association” by filing a combined reply. 
According to them. Item No. 33 of the reference which reads 
as “Need for Interim Relief has a bearing on various other 
items which arc in the nature of monetary benefits. They re- 
ferred to the settlement already entered into by the manage- 
ment and Che Association in respect of a number of items of 
reference, including basic pay, dearnes.s allowance, house rent 
allowance and other items in the nature of monetai’y benefits. 
It is, therefore^ said that in case an award is made expeditiously 
approving that settlement, the entire amount due under the 
settlement would immediately become payable to the employees. 
Tn short, therefore, they are urging for the early implementa- 
tion of the settlement dated 28th September 1979, instead of 
granting any interim relief. 

3. Subsequent to the giving of the application dated 21st 
November 1979, by the Organisation, time was spent in deciding 
the question whether other unions not named in the order of 
reference should be allowed to address the Tribunal. The de- 
cision On that point was given on the 7th January 1980. On 
1 1th January 1980 the All India Reserve Rank Employees’ 
Co-ordination Committee, hereinatfer called “Co-ordination 
Committee” filed a Statement of Claim. Paragraph 33, of that 
statement headed “the need for interim relief”, is in the nature 
of a request to this Tribunal for granting an interim relief of 
Rs. 1,500 pending publication of the Tribunal''' award. If is 

stated that the last agreement on wages and other conditions 
of service expired on the 31st of December 1973, but since 
then there has been no relief to the employees of the Re- 
serve Bank, although, in a|]_ other banks, the employees have 
already received interim relief and also arrears in pursuance 
of the revised pay scales. 

4. On 14tb of January 1980, the .Ml India Reserve Bank 
Scheduled Caste /Tribe Enyployees’ Federation, hereinafter 
called "the Federation” filed an application of similar nature. 
According to the applicants, prices of consumer products, 
including essential commodities, have steadily increased amd 
they are still recording a rise. It is said that the reference 
would take a long time and the employees could not be 
allowed to remain in indigent circumstances. More so when 
the Reserve Bs'nk of India has made no case of its inability 
to grant interim relief. It is, therefore, said that there being 
a prima facie case each employee be given a sum of Rs. 1,200 
or Rs. 100 per month with effect from 16th June 1979. 

5. Another prayer in this application relate® to intcrimly 
striking down the settlement between the Association and the 
Reserve Bank of India. That however, cannot take place 
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unless the merits are looked into and as such at this stage 
such a prayer ermnot be allowed. 

6. The request for interim lelicf will have to be looked 
into not only in the light of Item No. 3.1 in the reference, 
the “need for interim relief" but also on the background of 
a similar settlement between the Reserve Bank of India and 
their Class IV servants where before the implementation of 
the settlement an interim relief ha)s been voluntarily granted 
by the Reserve Bank of India. 


7. On behalf of the Organisation Mr. Mehta aigued that 
the last agreement on wages between the management and 
the employees expired, on the 31st of December 1973, and 
since then there has been a very big rifle in the All India 
Index of Working Class Consiuner Prices, He relied upon 
the entries at page 2343 ol October 1979 issue of the Indian 
Labour Journal. According to the figures therein mention- 
ed, with the base year as 1949, in 1973 the general index 
had risen upto 287 and by about the time we arc discussing 
the matter, the further rise recorded in 417. Mr. Mehta, 
therefore, argued that there has been an erosion in the real 
wages. He conceded that with the iise in the price index 
there was an automatic rise in the dearness allowance ad- 
missible to the employees. But he says that as far as Class 
111 employees are concerned, such ri.se neutralises only 75 pc'f 
cent of the increase in prices and hence looking to the 
staggering rise m prices, even the unliquidated 25 per cent 
rise in piices is sumdcn'tly painful to be borne by the emp- 
loyees. Pending the decision on the reference he asks for 
approximatefy Rs. 100 per month to each of the employees 
retrospectively from 1st September 1978, the date on which 
the CIeks IV servants arc shown entitled to such a relief or 
in the alternative, he pray* for an immediate lumpsum pay- 
ment of Rs. 1,000 to each of the employees. 


8 . In thiis connection, he relied upon the decision reported 
in (1964) I UJ 380, “Workmen of Balmer Lawiie Ltd. v. 
Balmer liwirie Ltd.”. This decision emphasises the need for 
re-examination of wage stnictui'e and if is said that payment 
of a high rate of deames* allowance is not an answer to the 
demand for revision of wa^e scales. On the same aspect, 
he afeo referred to the decision reported in (1972) I LLJ 
576, “Unichem Laboratories v. Workmen", where the Suprems 
Court has emphasised the need for looking into the dearness 
allowance, incentive bonus etc. while fixing the wage struc- 
ture. Mr. Mehta argued that the Reserve Bank of India 
has not disputed the necessity of increase inasmuch as they 
have entered into a settlement with the As.sociation agreeing 
to pay the higher scales of wages, but, it is said that the 
award even in terms of the settlement would take consider- 
able time so that by granting interim relief the situation 
could be retrieved substantially. 

9. Mir. Gadkaii appearing on behalf of the Co-ordination 
Committee compared his application with an application for 
interim order in civil courts and said that there was a good 
prima facie ca.se in favour of the employees and the balance 
of convenience was al.so in their favour. Mr. Dudhia appear- 
ing for the Karamchari Federation, which is supporting the 
prayer for interim relief argued that the interim relief was 
in the nature of an aid to final relief and inasmuch as a 
prima facie case was established by reason of the Reserve 
Bank of India impliedly conceding to the rise in the wage 
structure, immediate relief should be granted. 

10. The settlement arrived at between the Association and 
the Reserve Bank of India provides for higher pay scales as 
well as other higlier monetary benefits. The other unions 
now before me, by and l^rgc disapprove of that settlement 
inasmuch as, according to them something more ought to 
be granted. When Ibis i.s the view point of the parties inte- 
rested in a.ssisting the tribunal it is easy to say that every 
one seeks to secure more in terms of money. If wc look 
to the All India Consumer Price Index, it becomes evident 
that there has been a big increase in commodity prices and 
employees therefore have a good prima facie case for en- 
hacing the pay scales. The pertinent question would be 
whether the employees should be made to wait till the Tri- 
bunal finally disposes of a'll the 35 items or whether some- 
thing by way of a small relief in terms of money coitid and 
should be given at this stage. 


11. Mr. Phadnis appearing on behalf of the Association 
in opposing the interim relief submitted that the very scru- 
tiny of the settlement should start without any loss of lime. 
He hoped that that may not take more than 30 days, and 
therefore he argued that there was no necessity of granting 
any interim relief. In fact, Shri Sundaram appearing for 
the Resei-ve Bank of India while supporting Mr. Phadnis said 
that the prayer for interim relief is made by the other unions 
more to score a point over the Association and not beca'use 
they have come ical need for the iclief. According to him 
no hardship would be resulted to the employees of the Re.scrve 
Bank of India because already they are in a higher pay 
bracket. He told me that the lowest dark employed at present 
gets Rs. 664.20 as monthly .salary. 

12. That there has been a very big rise in the consumer 
prices Is not and cannot be denied by Mr, PhadnLs or by 
Mr. Sunda'ram. Looking to the number of pei'sons taking 
part in the prcceedings and the number of items upon which 
the di.scussion is to take place first for deciding whether 
the settlement is just and fair and next for deciding other 
item.s not included in the settlement, it does not appear that 
the final decision of the Tribunal could be received within a 
month or so. The ground for disentitling the employees of 
the interim relief because there is a likelihood of early award 
cannot therefore be appreciated. 

13. Another point made by the opposing parties in this 
connection related to the delay that could be caused because 
of the form of order. <It was said that even for granting 
an interim relief, there will have to be an award. Such an 
award will have to be submitted to the Central Government 
who may or may not approve it anj even after approval, it 
may take .sometime for its publication. It was therefore said 
that instead of waiting for such publication of the award, the 
Tribunal .should go ahead with the hearing and make a final 
award. I am not impressed with this argument to deny the 
interim relief. If on a comparatively small item of interim 
relief, the process involved m giving the award, submitting 
the same to the Govemment and its publication involves 
delay, there is likely to be far more delay considering the 
time required for deciding the points involved, the submis- 
sion of the award to the Central Government, the Govern- 
ment arriving at a finding on different items and publishing 
the award. Therefore, that would be a stronger rea.son for 
the employees to claim an interim relief. 

14. On the point whether an interim award i.s necessary 
for granting interim relief, my attention was invited to the 
orders made earlier on 18th August 1967 in the reference 
between the Reserve Bank of India and its workmen, In 
case No. S.O, 645 of 1967. It is said that no interim award 
was made and if the Bank chooses to implement the order, 
the question of delay docs not arise. As against this, it 
was said that the order of interim relief is an award within 
(he meaning of "award" as defined under Section 2(b) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, and under Section 17 
of the Act, Tribunal will have to submit its award to the 
appropriate Government for publication q>nd that the award 
would become effective 30 days after its publication in the 
Gazette. A glance at the ruling in (1971) T LLJ 389 (391), 
“Workmen, B.S.E. Board v. B.S.F, Board” would show that 
Ihc order gianling interim relief ha.s to be in the form of an 
interim award under clause (b) of Section 2. It seems that, 
that is the correct position in law, 

15. However, as the same case points out, what wc have 

to determine at this stage is whether there is a prima facie 
case in favour of the employees and whether on the facts 
an interim relief by way of interim awara is necessary. 
Shri Sundaram while arguing on the merits of the cawe 
referred me to the decision in Hotel Imperial v. Hotel Im- 
perial Employees Union, reported in f1959), 2 ELI .542 for 
the proposition that the interim relief should net be the 
whole relief that the workmen would get if they succeed 

linally. He also iclicd upon the “Punjab National Bank 

v. .3. N. Sen" reported in (1952) I. LLJ 371 whore the 
SiniLf High Court has approved the principle that the interim 
ludcr can be made only in a matter of urgency. 

U) Wc have seen that there is not only cla- 
mour for increase in pay and other allowances 

bill in fact the Reiierve Bank by entering into 
a scltlcnient with the Association have in effect conceded 

ill- need for such a relief On the point of urgency, it may 

be noted that the earlier agi cement ended on 31st December 
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1973, and till today no steps have been taken for the ameliora- 
tion of the situation excepting perhaps the automatic rise m 
the dearness allotvance. But, as seen earlier by that rise there 
is no full neutralisation and the ixirtion of the increase re- 
maining without neutralisation looks to be siilhciently substan- 
tial to keep a wide gap while combating vvith the ever rising 
pi ices, 

17. In these circumstancc.s, it is felt that an order for in- 
terim relief ought to be passed, 

18. The more material question however 7s the extent to 
which such relief can be granted. At the bar, a suggestion 
was made that since the Reserve Bank has already entered 
into a settlement, the consent of the Bank to the rise em- 
bodied in it may be taken for granted and the interim order 
should be formulated on those lines. Mr. Siindaram at this 
stage relied upon the decision in Nagereoil Flectric Supply 
Corporation v. Industrial Tribunal, lepcrteil in (19.73) 1 LLJ 
20K where the Trivandrum and Cochin High Court has laid 
down that a settlement between the employer and workmen 
otherwise than in the course of conciliation proceedings can- 
not form the foundation for the grant of an interim relief, 
by a tribunal. It would, however, appear that the complexion 
of the question Ls different. If any party were to claim in- 
terim relief based on the private settlement and if that claim 
was opposed by the contesting parties the principle enuncia- 
ted would have applied. When, however, an independent 
scrutiny is made for finding out the appropriate amount or 
the appropriate manner in which the interim relief could 
be granted and for the sake of comparison or lor the .sake 
of guidance a figure or figures are indicated as found in the 
settlement the principle as stated in the decision would not 
seem to have application. In other words, the settlement 
would not be made the basis of the interim relief, interim 
relief would be founded independently but certain statements 
of the management is embodied in the .settlement which could 
easily be looked upon as admission on the point concerned 
cpuld be utilised for formulating the order. 

19. In this context the tabular statement submitted to me 
by the Organisation analysing the rise in diHerent scales would 
be helpful for concluding as to how much is looked upon us 
appropriate amount for giving relief against the rise in prices. 
We can also derive help from the order passed by the Reserve 
Bank of India on 12th .lanliary 1980, when interim relief 
was granted to Class IV servants preceding the implementa- 
tion of . the settlement airived at between the Reserve Bank 
and the Union of Class IV employees. That relief was granted 
letrospcctively from 1st September 1978 and a provision is also 
made for relief to be given to the employees appointed in 
service after 1st September 1978, but remaining in service 
till 31st December, 1979. The amount of relief granted to 
Class IV employees is of course in relation to the scales of 
pay available to them hut the lumpsum amount granted to 
them cannot be said to be of absolutely no use in making 
a comparison and coming to a conclusion about the Interim 
relief to be granted in this particular case. 

20. It may he expressed that the retrospective effect given 
from I si Septembes- 1978 to the Class IV servants could be 
made to govern oiir case also. Again it seems that instead 
of giving a monthly payment and thereafter making calcula- 
tions in cii.se in the final award the scales are varied, it 
looks convenient to grant interim relief as in the case of 
Class IV servants in terms of some lump amount, so that 
it would be easier to make adjustments afler the final award. 
The interim relief granted to (he Class IV servants in different 
pay brackets is given in slabs related to different .stages in 
the scales of pay. This pattern also looks convenient to be 
boi rowed. It is On this background and Keeping in view that 
the Reserve Bank of India has already agreed to a rise in 

ay, that ihc statement given by the Organisation to the Tri- 
unal, will have to be looked into. This statement is b.ascd 
on the rise in the scale of pay agreed by the Reserve Bank 
and embodied in the priv.ate settlement. The relief sought is 
divided into four slab.s. The first slab ends with the 7th 
stage in the .scale of pay, the second slab ends with the 12th 
stage in the scale, the third slab ends wiih the 16tli stage and 
the Inst slab ends wilh the 2nth stage. The statement is pre- 
nared on the basis of the relief for 16 months from l.st Sep- 
lemhcr 1978. As a mailer of fact, two more months have 
ehinscd and therefore mv final order would be in terms of 
18 months ending with Febrn.aru 1980. The statement shows 
a rise of Rs. 31.40 m the first slab. Rs. .70 in ihe second slab. 


Rs'. 70 in the third slab and Rs. 100 m the fourth slab. 
Ividependent ot the objection that the interim relief cannot be 
tounded on a private setilement, which 1 have already dealt 
witli, keeping in view the ulher principle that tlie interim 
relict should not be the whole relief, 1 would prefer to lake 
the amount ot iiicreaso not ai Rs. 100 loi the 4lh slab, or at 
Rs. 70 for the third slab, but by reducing it by Rs. 10 in 
the fourth slab, and Ks, 5 in the third .slab, at Rs. 90 for 
the fourth slab and Rs. 65 for the third slab, As far as 
the second slab is concerned, looking to the pay range covered 
by it, as given in the scitlcment supplied by the Reserve Bank 
ot India, I think, the amount of Rs, 70 a.s the rise should be 
kept as it is. The first slab represents the employees in the 
still lower scale; the minimum rise there estimated is at 
Rs. 31,40. 1 would like to round it oh to Rs. 30. Conse- 

quently, the final order for interim relief for the eighteen 
months period from Isi September 1978 will bo Rs. 540 to 

the persons in the fitsl slab, Rs, 900 to the persons in the 

second slab, Rs. 1,170 to the persons in the third slab and 
Rs. 1,620 to the pei-soiis in the fourth slab, I am alao borrow- 
ing the pattern in the letter dated 12th January 1980 granting 
the relict to Class IV servants and hence some provision wiU 
have to be made in respect of the employees who have joined 
after 1st September 1978. They would be at the bottom of 
the grade and therefore the relief to which they would be 

entitled is Rs. 30 per month of their .service till the end of 

the 18 months period. 

Resumed 26tll February 1980 

21. When the proposed order was discussed and counsel 
appearing for diireicnt Unions were invited to say whether 
the order will be workable or whether any complications would 
be caused, it was gathered that Class III employees of the 
Reserve Bank of India arc having different pay scales as 
appearing in Section B page 62 of the Booklet named “Settle- 
ment Regarding Scales of Pay". The starting salary in each 
scale is different. The benefit of the Interim relief therefore 
would have to be regulated in terms of pay range rather than 
the stage in Ihe scale. There was consensus of opinion on 
this aspect and as such the slabs would be in terms of pay 
range. The first slab would extend to the employees having 
a pay range le.ss than Rs. 300 on 1-9-1978 the second slab 
would bo of employees having a pay range from Rs. 300 
blit Ic.ss than Rs. 437 on 1-9-1978, the third slab would be 
of employcc.s with the pay range from Rs, 435 but leas than 
Rs. 717 and the fourth slab would be of the employees gett- 
ing Rs. 715 and above us on 1-9-1978. 

22. My attention was also invited to another category of 
Class III employees who do work on part-time basis. There 
is no reason not to exiend the benefit of inlci im relief to them. 
The part-time work as shown at page 39 of the Booklet above 
retei'rcd to, coveis persons whose working hours per week 
are 6 hours to 13 hours, more than 13 hours to 19 hours 
and more than 19 hours to 29 hours. These employees draw 
w.agcs at 1/3, 1/2 and 3/4 respectively of the scale of wages 
for the whole time employees. The relief to be granted to 
them could best be expressed by granting it, pro rata the in- 
put in service. 

23. It was said that certain Class 111 employees would be 
employees promoted from Class IV. T suppose however, the 
Cl.assification A & B In the order proposed should be 'able 
to lake care of such employees. 

24. 1 was also addres.scd on the question of interim lehef 
to he granted to those who are under suspension. The present 
rnles governing suspension do not justify making any provi- 
sion for them, f also gather there are very few such cases. 
1 am not thcTcfoic inclined lo pas.s any orders granting them 
interim relief. 

25. As remarked earlier this interim relief will be subject 
to adiiistmcnt after the final award is passed. 

26. On the discussion 1 also find it advisable to permit the 
Rererve Bank of India to ask for direction in specific cases 
not governej by the orders already passed in which the Reserve 
Bank feels that a particular type of order may be equhable 
Directions will he issued during the pendency of this Reference 
as and when such applications if any are given by the Reserve 
nnnK of Fndia. 
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27. Consequently, the following order is passed : — 

ORDER 

The Reserve Bank of India do pay by way of interim 
relief to thefr Class TIT employees amounts as indicated in 
the following schedule : — 

SCHEDULE 

(A1 Employees who were in the service of the Bank as 
on 1st September 1978 and continue to be in service till 29th 
February 1980 ; 

Pay range as on 1-9-1978 Total amount 

Rs. 

fa) T-ess than Rs. 300 540 

(b) From Rs, 300 but not more than Rs. 435 900 


Rs. 

(c> I'rom Rs, 435 hut not more than Rs. 315 1,170 

(d) From Rs. 515 and above 1,620 

(B) Employees appointed in the Bank’s service on or after 
1st September 1978 and in service upto 29th February 1980 
at the rale of Rs. 30 per month of service till 29th February, 
1980 ; 

(C) Part-time Employccs.—lnterim relief pro rata, wages 
they receive depending upon their weekly hours of work and 
in terms of Class A or Class B as appearing above. 

C- T. DTOHE, Presiding Olfker 
[No. L-12025/21/79-D,Il(A)J 
S, K- BISWAS, Desk Officer 
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